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POLITICS 


Natural Disasters and Government Aid 

by Charles Scaliger — In the wake of devastation by recent 
hurricanes, calls are going out for federal aid, but private 
aid actually does most of the work, is more efficient, and is 
constitutional. 


CULTURE 


Help! Government Kidnapped My Child! 

by Joe Wolverton If, J.D. — Child Protective Services has morphed 
from an agency that prevents the physical abuse of children to one 
that takes children on politically correct pretexts for federal money. 


SCIENCE 


From Social Sciences to Socialism 

by Selwyn Duke — Psychology was born when people tried to 
make philosophy into a “science.” It is proving fatal as the field 
excuses bad behavior as inborn, a belief leading to hard tyranny. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


John Randolph of Roanoke 

by Joe Wolverton IT, J.D. —John Randolph is one of the few 
politicians in our country’s history with enough fortitude and honor 
to battle to retain the Republic given to us, even at great personal 


cost. 
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effective opposition. 
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“Good” or Good 


TNA’s September 18, 2017 review of 
Senator Ben Sasse’s book, The Vanish- 
ing American Adult, reviews a number 
of concerning American maladies. In 
passing comment, it also presents an 
enigma that seems at least as concern- 
ing as the theme of the book. The cor- 
respondent notes Senator Sasse’s abys- 
mal Freedom Index constitutional voting 
score of 77 percent as being “quite high” 
for the Senate. Huh? A pass is granted 
with such a wink and nod on a record 
that indicates that nearly one-fourth of 
the time, this senator votes in violation 
of his sacred oath to uphold the U.S. 
Constitution. 

Article VI of the Constitution man- 
dates all who hold office shall take the 
constitutional oath. Founding Father 
Noah Webster’s definition of “oath” 
captures the serious nature of one’s oath: 
“The person invokes the vengeance of 
God if he should fail to fulfill it.” 

Placing this in a context all should 
understand: When one enters marriage, 
he takes a sacred oath of fidelity to his 
spouse. Who would keep a spouse who 
was only faithful to that oath 77 percent 
of the time? If such were the case, the 
person would be unfaithful “only” one 
week of every month! A 90-percent re- 
cord would mean unfaithfulness “only” 
three days per month. A 99-percent rec- 
ord would mean unfaithfulness “only” 
one day every three months. Such a 
spouse would be cast off immediately by 
anyone but the most broken of souls. 

Why would we keep such scoundrels 
in office when put in such a context? 

Scott N. BRADLEY 
North Logan, Utah 


Spinelessness and Shame 


I once read that in a time of ignominy, let 
someone speak against the cause of the 
ignominy lest future generations come to 
believe that we were spineless fools. 
What is currently occurring under 
the banner of political correctness is far 
more than the destruction of monuments 
to Confederate icons. It is the destruction 
of the history of this nation and people. 
Meanwhile the current media focus on 
these deplorable events detracts from 
the reporting of events that present an 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


immediate threat to the safety and wel- 
fare of the people and the security of the 
country. 

It is important to the people of the 
country that our history become com- 
mon knowledge. It should be taught in 
every institution of higher learning and 
be respected, if not revered, for the im- 
portance of its lessons to humanity. 

The history of this nation speaks el- 
oquently to its errors, as well as to its 
many virtues. With a renewed effort to 
reveal the history of this nation, the cur- 
rent mindless destruction of historical 
icons might be discredited and consigned 
to the dustbin of ignorance. 

ANDREW MAGGARD 
Port Haywood, Virginia 


Hold Out on Healthcare 


Does the federal government have con- 
stitutional authority to be in the health- 
care business? 

According to the 10th Amendment, 
“The powers not designated to the Unit- 
ed States by the Constitution, nor prohib- 
ited by it to the States, are reserved to the 
states or to the people.” This means the 
Affordable Care Act must be repealed. If 
it were to be replaced by the federal gov- 
ernment, it would require a constitutional 
amendment to be valid. 

There seems to be a longstanding 
drive to transform America to a social- 
ist state, and socialized medicine may 
be a key part of this. Our wonderful 
Constitution is designed to create and 
preserve a constitutional republic allow- 
ing freedom and prosperity for us and 
future generations. However, social- 
ism, according to Margaret Thatcher, “is 
great, until you run out of other people’s 
money.” 

It seems clear to me our Constitution 
prevents America from falling into so- 
cialism. In order for socialism to hap- 
pen, our Constitution would need to be 
abolished or ignored. 

ALBERT J. SEGALLA 
Copperopolis, California 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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North Korea: Globalist Pawn? 

Unlike how the country is usually portrayed, 
North Korea is not a solo actor on the world 
stage: It has many benefactors, including 
Russia, China, and the United Nations. In 
return North Korea does its benefactors’ 
bidding. (August 21, 2017, 48pp) TNA170821 


Final Days of CNN? 

The Cable News Network (CNN) has been 
doubling down on Fake News stories pertaining 
to President Donald Trump and Republicans, 
which has resulted in massive viewer 
defections. And it shows no signs of stopping. 
(August 7, 2017, 48pp) TNA170807 
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Natural Disasters 
and Government Aid 


After natural disasters, it is common for 
Americans to call on the federal government 
for direct aid and dollars, but not only is such 
aid unconstitutional, it is often counterpro- 
ductive. (October 23, 2017, 48pp) TNA171023 
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There’s a constant refrain that because of 
human-caused global warming, oceans 
are rising abnormally quickly and will 
soon submerge coastlines and cause 
mass migration. However, top sea-level 
experts say it just ain't so. Find out why. 
(September 4, 2017, 48pp) TNA170904 


Promoting Antifa Mayhem 

Antifa, a group that has been destroying 
property and attacking anyone with whom 
it disagrees, especially when it deems certain 
speech to be“hateful;” is a Marxist-promoting 
organization, yet leftists condone its behavior. 
(October 9, 2017, 48pp) TNA171009 
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Antifa Planning Communist Revolution for America on November 4 


The communists in the Antifa crowd are planning to begin a revo- 
lution in America on Saturday, November 4 — almost exactly 
100 years after the Bolshevik Revolution that took Russia out 
of the frying pan of tsarist rule and into the fire of communist 
totalitarianism. 

On Tuesday morning, September 26, the Antifa group Refuse 
Fascism blocked rush-hour traffic on the 110 freeway in Los An- 
geles for about a half an hour. Stretched out across the highway, 
holding signs spelling out, “NOV 4 IT BEGINS,” eight people 
chanted slogans such as “No Trump, no KKK, no fascist U.S.A.” 
and “Whose streets? Our streets!” Many others lined the areas 
above the freeway, holding banners demanding an end to the 
“Trump/Pence Regime” and shooting video of the blockade. 

A “press release,” which accompanied the video and was also 
made available on the website refusefascism.org, makes it clear 
that this particular piece of criminal behavior was part of a plan 
to promote November 4 as a day to “Take To The Streets And 
Public Squares in cities and towns across the country continuing 
day after day and night after night — not stopping — until our 
DEMAND is met: This Nightmare Must End: The Trump/ Pence 
Regime Must Go!” 

During Tuesday’s episode, California Highway Patrol officers 
arrived on the scene within minutes and arrested all eight who 


were blocking traffic. Their arrests, of course, were predicted by 
the “activists” and are being used as a promotional tool to raise 
funds for the “revolution.” 

Just what the significance of November 4 is to the communists 
in Antifa is not known outside their circles. This date is just three 
days prior to the 100th anniversary of the Bolshevik Revolution’s 
November 7, 1917 overthrow of the provisional government in 
Russia. Perhaps Antifa chose November 4 because it is on a Sat- 
urday and less likely to interfere with the capitalist jobs of some 
of the revolutionaries. At any rate, police departments all over the 
country should be preparing for November 4. 


ae” 
fs Fascism: Orive Out the Tramp/Pence Regime! 


In the 2016 Iowa Republican caucuses, then-candidate Donald 
Trump promised to “protect” ethanol. In fact, he vowed to in- 
crease production of ethanol. Now, ethanol backers are angry 
with Trump for the action of his Environmental Protection Agen- 
cy (EPA) director, Scott Pruitt, whom they contend is breaking 
the president’s promises to increase government support for etha- 
nol. The two senators from Iowa, both Republicans, are among 
those who contend the government should continue to intervene 
in support of ethanol. 

Chuck Grassley, Iowa’s senior senator, said on the Senate floor 


| 


September 26, “This seems like a bait-and-switch. Big Oil and oil 
refineries are prevailing, despite assurances to the contrary.” The 
junior senator, Joni Ernst, who ran as a free-market conservative 
in winning her own election last year, shared Grassley’s disap- 
pointment, telling Trump in a September 27 letter, “It is my hope 
that your EPA has not forgotten about the pledges that were made 
to my constituents and to farmers across the country.” 

The ethanol lobby contends that Scott Pruitt is helping oil 
producers at the expense of farmers. Brooke Coleman, execu- 
tive director of the Advanced Biofuels Business Council, stated 
September 28, “The White House needs to rein in the EPA be- 
fore the agency tramples the president’s rural base — and his 
promises to voters. I would be surprised if those in the White 
House realize the depth of [Pruitt’s] attacks on the Renewable 
Fuels Standard.” 

Some of Pruitt’s critics insinuated that his motivation was to 
obtain backing from refiners and oil producers in his home state 
of Oklahoma (where he was twice elected attorney general) if he 
were to run for the U.S. Senate in 2020, when incumbent Senator 
Jim Inhofe is expected to retire. But before Pruitt was selected 
by Trump to take over the EPA, he had already challenged the 
ethanol quotas as “unworkable” and part of a “flawed program.” 

Perhaps the best practice for the government would be to re- 
frain from deciding between the ethanol producers and the oil 
industry, and just let consumers decide which fuel they prefer. In 
other words, let the free market decide. 


In Blow to Establishment, Alabama’s Judge Moore Defeats Strange 


In what is being widely described as a harbinger of more up- 
coming victories for anti-establishment conservatives, Chris- 
tians, and constitutionalists, the enormously popular Judge 
Roy Moore dealt a crushing blow to the establishment and its 
chosen candidate in the race to represent Alabama in the U.S. 
Senate. With about half of the votes counted, Moore won the 
September 26 Republican primary runoff election by massive 
margins. “Because of you, tonight, the establishment has been 
DEFEATED in Alabama!” Moore tweeted. His opponent, Sena- 
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tor Luther Strange, conceded the race before 9 p.m., sparking 
celebrations by patriots and conservatives all across America. 

While establishment candidate and incumbent Luther Strange 
had the full backing of the “swamp” in Washington, D.C. — and 
many millions of swamp dollars to prop up his campaign and 
demonize Moore — the people of Alabama ultimately sided with 
Moore. The victory was not unexpected, with every poll showing 
the anti-establishment Moore with a significant lead. 

President Donald Trump halfheartedly waded into the race to 
back Strange. It began with a tweet endorsing Strange. Under 
enormous pressure from GOP leaders in Congress and especially 
Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.), Trump even 
visited Alabama to campaign for the incumbent. However, even 
the president himself, worried that his candidate might lose, ad- 
mitted on stage that he “might have made a mistake” by endors- 
ing Strange. If Moore won the runoff, Trump said, he would sup- 
port Moore’s campaign in the upcoming general election against 
the Democrat candidate. 

With the primary and the runoff out of the way, the next step is 
the general election. Moore will face off against Democrat Doug 
Jones, a former U.S. attorney during President Bill Clinton’s time 
in the White House. Alabama is among the most conservative 
states in America, though, and the winner of the GOP runoff has 
been almost universally regarded as a shoo-in for the general 
election. The final vote to decide who will represent Alabama in 
the U.S. Senate will take place on December 12. 


Spanish Government Uses Brutality to Crush Secession Bid 


Spanish authorities have been using violence and intimidation to 
crush a powerful secession movement and what they call an ille- 
gal referendum that took place October | in the Catalonia region 
of northeast Spain. Video footage of Spain’s national police force 
beating firefighters and even elderly voters, while trying to sabo- 
tage the election by seizing ballots, has gone viral worldwide. 
But despite the global outcry, and despite estimates suggesting 
that nine out of 10 voters supported secession, the Spanish gov- 
ernment has made clear that it has no intention of allowing the 
Catalan people to declare independence. Now transnational au- 
thorities are getting involved. 

The Catalan independence movement, with its centuries-old 
roots, has been growing in strength for many years. And with the 
people of Catalonia going to the polls on October | to vote on 
independence, the Spanish government apparently realized that, 
without firm action, its tax base was about to shrink dramatically. 

As the referendum was under way, national police, many 
wearing masks and riot gear, fired tear gas and rubber bullets 
at Catalan citizens. Even with TV cameras rolling, Spanish po- 
lice could be seen beating voters with batons as they waited 
to cast their ballots. Almost a thousand people were said to 
be injured in the central government’s crackdown. In addition 
to the violence, national authorities did everything possible to 


disrupt voting, even barging into polling places to steal ballot 
boxes and intimidate citizens. 

Assuming Catalonia does indeed become an independent state, 
the move is likely to have significant political effects. For one, 
the region is among the most left-leaning in Spain. That means 
Spain’s politics are likely to become more conservative, while 
Catalonia’s are likely to become more liberal. Because Catalonia 
is almost certain to seek EU membership, it will add another vote 
in favor of Big Government and EU power in Brussels. Either 
way, the emerging showdown between Spain and Catalonia does 
not concern America, so the U.S. government should stay out. 
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Expected Calamity Did Not Devastate Miami 

“We didn’t dodge a bullet; we dodged a cannon. And we’re very 
happy about that.” 

When his city escaped the worst of the damage expected from Hur- 
ricane Irma, Miami Mayor Philip Levine breathed a sigh of relief. 


Is ISIS Leader al-Baghdadi Still Alive? 

“Tt always baffles me that you guys want to know where Baghdadi 
is. | wouldn’t tell you if I did know, and if I did know he’d be dead. I 
don’t have a clue where he is.” 

Responding to a reporter’s questions about the ISIS leader’s where- 
abouts, Lieutenant General Stephen Townsend gave a sharp re- 
sponse as he was leaving his year-long assignment as the leader of 
the U.S.-led coalition in Iraq and Syria. 


Trump Counselor Discusses Her Route to Success 

“My comfort level came in learning how to think like a man and 
behave like a lady. I harken back to Margaret Thatcher’s statement 
where she said: ‘Being powerful is like being a lady; if you have to 
say you are, you probably are not.’” 

The highest-ranking non-relative woman in the Trump White House, 
Kellyanne Conway has successfully gained the president 5 trust. 


Congressman Challenges 

Granting Legal Status to Illegal Entrants 

“You say to the rest of the world, ‘Hey, as long as you get into the 
US., the green light is on and eventually you are going to get to stay 
permanently.’ That will lead to a huge inflow.” 

A member of the House Freedom Caucus, Congressman Dave Brat 
(R-Va.) strongly opposes amnesty for illegal border crossers. 


Cakemaker Claims a Right to Refuse Selling His “Art” 

“It’s more than just a cake. It’s a piece of art in so many ways. I’m being forced to use my creativ- 
ity, my talents and my art for an event — a significant religious event — that violates my religious 
faith.” 

Colorado-based baker Jack Phillips refused to produce a cake for the “marriage” of two men. His 
right to say no to the request of the two homosexuals has reached the U.S. Supreme Court, where the 
case will be heard during the fall of 2017. 


Women’s Libber Trashes Playboy Founder Hugh Hefner 
“The image of the playboy he promoted in his magazine was a fellow who loved his stereo equipment, 
his expensive liquor, and his bachelor pad, and refused to be cormered into marriage just because a young 
lady he had bedded had the misfortune to get pregnant.” 

A leader in the womens movement for many years, Susan Brown- 
miller has long been Hefner’s foe. Her comment summarized her 
view of the man shortly after he passed away on September 27, 2017. 


Leftist Senator Overjoyed at President Trump’s Capitulation 
“He likes us. He likes me anyway. You’re much better off if you can 
sometimes step right and sometimes step left.” 
Referring to himself and Democrat House leader Nancy Pelosi, 
Senator Chuck Schumer (D-N.Y.) applauded President Trump's 
willingness to work with the Democrats on DACA. Schumer ’s com- 
ment about sometimes stepping right and sometimes stepping left 
hardly applies to himself, a hard leftist who has never backed any- 
thing on the Right. / Chuck 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus seiumer 
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QUICKQUOTES 
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In the wake of devastation by recent hurricanes, calls are going out for federal aid, but 
private aid actually does most of the work, is more efficient, and is constitutional. 
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by Charles Scaliger 


t 7 a.m. on Friday, September 
A 7, 1900, the steamship Pensac- 

ola left the port of Galveston, 
Texas, en route to its namesake city on 
the Florida panhandle. Before long, the 
sturdy vessel ran into rough seas and ris- 
ing winds, which by evening had reached 
100 miles per hour. The ship’s captain 
ordered the engines shut down, and the 
Pensacola dropped anchor to ride out the 
unexpected storm. 

For the next day and a half, the ship was 
at the mercy of the storm, and was pushed 
far out into the Gulf once the powerful 
winds and waves snapped the anchor chain 
sometime Saturday morning. It was not 
until Saturday evening that the hurricane 
winds abated enough for the Pensacola s 
engines to be restarted. She managed to 
make it back to Galveston by Sunday 
evening, two and a half days after her de- 
parture, to be greeted by utter desolation. 
Where a bustling city — lately dubbed 
the “Wall Street of the Southwest’ — had 
stood, there were only gigantic piles of 
rack and ruin. The harbor with all of its 
landmark structures was gone, as were all 
but a handful of buildings in the city. Hun- 
dreds of corpses were piled on the shore, 
while countless more bobbed in the surf. 
Captain J.W. Simmons and the Pensacola 
had managed to survive the worst hurri- 
cane, and natural disaster, in the history 
of the United States. 

But many of the residents of Galveston 
Island were not so fortunate. The Great 
Galveston Hurricane, as it has since be- 
come known, inflicted an unspeakable 
toll on the city of Galveston and its sur- 
roundings, wiping out between 8,000 and 
12,000 lives; the exact toll will never be 
known. The city of Galveston itself stood 
only seven feet above sea level on aver- 
age, but the hurricane produced a storm 
surge more than twice as high that washed 
over the entire island, obliterating entire 
blocks of buildings in its destructive 
path. Among the victims were hundreds 
of people who fled to the upper floors of 
a three-story apartment building — only 
to find themselves trapped as merciless 
wind-driven piles of heavy debris demol- 
ished the building room by room, along 
with almost everyone inside. The storm 
also claimed all but three teenage boys of 
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Where a bustling city — lately dubbed the “Wall Street 
of the Southwest” — had stood, there were only 
gigantic piles of rack and ruin. The harbor with all of 
its landmark structures was gone, as were all but a 
handful of buildings in the city. 


the more than 100 children and nuns living 
in an orphanage just outside of town, as 
well as more than 80 passengers on a train 
to Houston that was swept off the tracks 
by the raging waters. 

In the storm’s aftermath, the entreat- 
ies of hundreds more trapped deep in the 
rubble tormented the survivors. In an era 
before modern hydraulic equipment, many 
of them could not be rescued, and as the 
days passed, their calls for help fell silent. 
The task of disposing of the thousands of 
corpses proved almost impossible. Cut off 
from the mainland, surviving Galveston 
residents at first attempted burial — until 
the magnitude of the casualty count be- 
came apparent. They then attempted mass 
burials at sea, and paid men reluctant 
to carry out the grim work in bottles of 
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whiskey. But these doughty first respond- 
ers soon became too drunk to work effec- 
tively, and hundreds of bodies that had not 
been properly weighted down promptly 
washed ashore again. In the end, the sur- 
vivors were forced to burn their dead on 
huge pyres, the smoke from which dark- 
ened the skies for many days. 
Remarkably, though, Galveston’s re- 
covery from the hurricane began immedi- 
ately. Within a few days, mail and water 
services were restored, and within two 
weeks, shipments of cotton from Galves- 
ton harbor resumed. So total was the 
storm’s destruction that Galveston never 
recovered its status as the economic capi- 
tal of coastal Texas; post-1900, Houston’s 
rise to prominence permanently eclipsed 
its coastal neighbor. But Galveston was 
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Cleaning up: Galveston residents remove a few of the thousands of bodies of victims of the 1900 
Galveston Hurricane, still the most lethal natural disaster to strike the United States. 
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While no compassionate person Could possibly 
oppose aid in some form to those suffering from 
natural disasters, it is appropriate to consider where 
such aid ought to come from, and who should be 


authorized to administer it. 


rebuilt on higher ground, with a larger, 
sturdier sea wall. And 15 years later, when 
another hurricane of comparable strength 
again struck the city, the losses of life and 
property were minimal. 

In the early days of natural disasters in 
the United States, such as the Galveston 
hurricane, neither federal disaster aid nor 
the modern agencies that administer it, 
such as the Federal Emergency Manage- 
ment Agency (FEMA), existed. Yet recov- 
ery from such terrible events was as rapid 
— or, in some cases, more rapid — than 
in our era, when the marshaling of vast 


federal resources to aid those stricken by 
floods, fires, storms, and earthquakes has 
become expected. 

After a lull in Atlantic hurricane activ- 
ity lasting more than a decade, Mother 
Nature’s wrath has arisen with a ven- 
geance in Texas, Florida, Puerto Rico, 
and the U.S. Virgin Islands in recent 
weeks, prompting calls for federal assis- 
tance, the declaration of states of emer- 
gency, and all of the other usual preludes 
to massive government aid. While no 
compassionate person could possibly op- 
pose aid in some form to those suffering 


Katrina’s devastation: A New Orleans neighborhood destroyed by Hurricane Katrina, the worst 


and deadliest hurricane to strike the United States in recent years. 
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from natural disasters, it is appropriate to 
consider where such aid ought to come 
from, and who should be authorized to 
administer it. 

In late August 2005, Hurricane Katrina 
made landfall near New Orleans, leading 
to destruction and a loss of life on a scale 
not seen in decades for a natural disaster 
on American soil. The response of the fed- 
eral government to the first emptying of a 
major American city since the Civil War 
was characterized by delays, red tape, mis- 
management, and callous disregard for the 
plight of the suffering. Particularly appall- 
ing was the response of FEMA, which — 
in the name of bureaucratic coordination 
— repeatedly stymied local efforts to pro- 
vide emergency services. One of FEMA’s 
first acts was to order fire and emergency 
medical services not to respond to requests 
for assistance until authorized to do so 
through proper bureaucratic channels. 
In one particularly notorious instance of 
FEMA protocol, 2,000 firemen answered a 
call by the agency in Atlanta, expecting to 
be sent on search-and-rescue operations. 
Instead, they found themselves delayed 
for days by red tape, forced to watch vid- 
eos on community relations and to endure 
politically correct anti-sexual harass- 
ment training instead of being dispatched 
quickly to the disaster area. 

On the ground in Louisiana, FEMA 
acted as though preservation of their 
bureaucratic paramountcy were the 
overarching concern — rather than the 
well-being of Louisiana’s hundreds of 
thousands of suffering citizens. Display- 
ing almost inconceivable levels of petti- 
ness and callousness, FEMA prevented 
Walmart trucks from delivering emer- 
gency water supplies, blocked the Coast 
Guard from delivering diesel fuel, pre- 
vented civilian aircraft from assisting in 
evacuations, confiscated emergency sup- 
plies sent to private hospitals, and com- 
mandeered a fleet of private buses dis- 
patched by the Astor Hotel to carry guests 
to higher ground — ordering the guests 
instead to join thousands of refugees at the 
already overcrowded Convention Center. 
After FEMA officials cut the emergency 
communications line for Jefferson Par- 
ish, the local sheriff had the line repaired 
and put in place armed guards to protect it 
from FEMA officials. Commented then- 
Louisiana Senator Mary Landrieu: 
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7 
Masters of disaster: A FE 
Houstonians during Hurrican = 
FEMA has gottew better marks in the recent 
hurricanes than was the case after Katrina, — 
but federal disaster relief is often too little, ... 
too late. 


Harvey. 


The U.S. Forest Service had water- 
tanker aircraft available to help 
douse the fires raging on our river- 
front, but FEMA has yet to accept 
the aid. When Amtrak offered trains 
to evacuate significant numbers of 
victims — far more efficiently than 
buses — FEMA again dragged its 
feet. Offers of medicine, communi- 
cations equipment and other desper- 
ately needed items continue to flow 
in, only to be ignored by the agency. 
But perhaps the greatest disappoint- 
ment stands at the breached 17th 
Street levee. Touring this critical 
site yesterday with the President, I 
saw what I believed to be a real and 
significant effort to get a handle ona 
major cause of this catastrophe. Fly- 
ing over this critical spot again this 
morning, less than 24 hours later, it 
became apparent that yesterday we 
witnessed a hastily prepared stage 
set for a Presidential photo oppor- 
tunity; and the desperately needed 
resources we saw were this morn- 
ing reduced to a single, lonely piece 
of equipment. The good and decent 
people of southeast Louisiana and 
the Gulf Coast — black and white, 
rich and poor, young and old — de- 
serve far better from their national 
government. 


Indeed, after the Katrina debacle, Michael 
Brown, the FEMA director, was forced to 
resign after it became evident that he was 
not even aware of the refugee crisis at the 
Convention Center until several days had 
elapsed. Yet a dozen years later, FEMA 
is still with us, and continues to take the 
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lead in disaster areas such as Houston and 
the Florida Keys. As former Houston- 
area congressman Ron Paul noted wryly, 
“When I served in Congress, I regularly 
voted against federal disaster aid for my 
district. After the votes, I would hear from 
angry constituents, many of whom would 
later tell me that after dealing with FEMA 
they agreed that Texas would be better off 
without federal ‘help.’” 

Nor is FEMA the only federal player 
that has had a hand in exacerbating natu- 
ral disasters. The National Flood Insur- 
ance Program, created by Congress in 
1968, has — by offering federally sub- 
sidized home insurance for houses in 
areas at high risk for flooding — per- 
versely incentivized heavy construction 
precisely in such areas. This fact has not 
been lost on Ron Paul and many others 
in Washington, but heavy lobbying from 
the insurance and construction sectors 
over the years has thwarted every effort 
to repeal the program. Moreover, the Na- 
tional Flood Insurance Program has been 
unable to meet its obligations for many 
years, and was approximately $25 billion 
in the red before the arrival of Hurricanes 
Harvey and Irma, and will doubtless sink 
much deeper into insolvency as a result 
of these latest catastrophes. 

The city of Houston, unfortunately, ex- 
emplifies the follies of the National Flood 
Insurance Program, which, by indirectly 
subsidizing massive real estate devel- 
opment all across low-lying Houston’s 
most flood-prone areas, has created cir- 
cumstances in which “500-year floods,” 
such as Hurricane Harvey, have become 
almost routine. As Politico’s Michael 
Grunwald observed: 
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Storms are natural events, but floods 
are usually man-made disasters. 
That’s because flood damage de- 
pends not only on how much water 
is involved, but on how many peo- 
ple and structures are in its path and 
how prior human intervention had 
affected that path. Government poli- 
cies affect all three of those variables, 
which is one reason why ‘500-year 
floods’ — which are supposed to 
have a 1-in-500 chance of occurring 
in a particular place in a particular 
year — are becoming so common. 


Houston itself has borne the brunt of 
three “500-year floods” in the last three 
years — the other two being relatively 
small local storms that nonetheless in- 
flicted so much property damage that 
both qualified as among the 15 costliest 
floods in U.S. history. 

How has Houston come to such a 
pass? By decades of government poli- 
cies encouraging Houstonians to modify 
the environment, removing prairies and 
other water-absorbent natural protections 
against flooding, and replacing them with 
non-absorbent pavement — and then 
build massively on such modified, low- 
lying areas. In this way large portions of 
Houston, which lies at the confluence of 
two major bayous, have become low-lying 
water catchments, with all of the govern- 
ment’s flood-control channels and dikes 
proving completely inadequate to the 
challenge of containing the runoff of even 
routine summer storms, let alone a truly 
epochal rain event such as Harvey. 

None of which is to disparage the build- 
ing of dikes, sea walls, drains, and the like. 
Post-1900 reconstruction of Galveston in- 
cluded a much higher, sturdier sea wall 
that has protected the city against numer- 
ous storms since then. But federal policies 
over the last 50 years have encouraged un- 
wise development on a gargantuan scale, 
greatly exacerbating the dangers of flood- 
ing that such feats of civil engineering are 
designed to protect against. 

When natural disasters such as floods 
and hurricanes strike, the real “first re- 
sponders” are the people affected by the 
event — those who lose property and 
sometimes loved ones, and who face dan- 
gers such as disease, starvation, and loss of 
electricity and other services in the after- 
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math — and those who live nearby. Local 
law enforcement and other government 
services are often as hamstrung by the 
event as everyone else, and are unable to 
discharge their normal duties effectively. 
And even with some advance warning, 
federal officials often take days or even 
weeks to get on site, hindered not only 
by bureaucratic paralysis but also, quite 
understandably, by damaged or destroyed 
communication and transportation infra- 
structure. 

In such cases, it is the immediate ac- 
tions taken by private citizens that often 
save more lives than government interven- 
tion. As witnessed in Hurricane Katrina 
and again in Harvey, private citizens with 
boats can do an enormous amount of good 
rescuing and evacuating flood victims to 
high ground, a task the federal (or any 
level of) government simply cannot un- 
dertake, giving the number and allocation 
of government boats such as Coast Guard 
vessels. Countless tens of thousands of 
lives were doubtless saved by the verita- 
ble armada of Zodiacs, rowboats, outboard 
motor boats, and virtually any other pri- 
vate vessel able to float that converged on 
the flood-stricken areas of Houston even 
as the rains of Harvey continued to fall. 
To its credit, federal officials did nothing 
to impede this ad hoc rescue operation — 
although, as we have seen, the federal gov- 
ernment has not always been so accom- 
modating, as with the actions of FEMA in 
New Orleans post-Katrina. 

But there is one aspect of private par- 
ticipation in disaster zones that routinely 
meets with condemnation and vigorous 
government opposition, by both state 
and federal authorities: the practice of 
so-called price gouging. In the aftermath 
of any disaster, critical goods, such as 
gasoline, generators, bottled water, food, 
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The right role? A member of the National Guard delivers relief supplies to a victim of Hurricane 
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Irma. After such disasters, law enforcement and even the military are sometimes needed to 


prevent looting and other lawless behavior. 


blankets, and the like, are typically in very 
short supply. Accordingly, entrepreneur- 
ial individuals often attempt to sell such 
items in disaster areas at higher prices than 
normal market conditions would warrant, 
prompting cries of “price gouging.” 
While such actions may seem callous 
and exploitative at first blush, “price 
gouging” is in reality a natural market re- 
sponse to increased demand coupled with 
drastically reduced supply. True market 
transactions are neither just nor unjust; 
they occur whenever one individual, who 
values a certain amount of money more 
than an item he wishes to sell, encoun- 
ters someone else who values the item for 
sale more than the amount of money he 
is charged in exchange. There is no such 
thing as an objective or intrinsic standard 
of value; the fact that market exchanges 
take place always means that parties to 


Displaying almost inconceivable levels of pettiness 
and callousness, FEMA prevented Walmart trucks 
from delivering emergency water Supplies, blocked 
the Coast Guard from delivering diesel fuel, prevented 
civilian aircraft from assisting in evacuations, 
confiscated emergency supplies sent to private 


hospitals, etc. 
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each exchange value the items to be ex- 
changed differently: party A will always 
value party B’s item more than what he 
offers in exchange, and vice versa. 

This being the case, it is universally 
true that, the scarcer the item relative to 
normal supply levels, the higher the price 
it is likely to command, because both the 
purchaser and the seller will tend to value 
it more highly, albeit for different reasons. 
Entrepreneurship always consists in try- 
ing to supply goods and services that the 
entrepreneur judges that consumers will 
value more than he does — or in other 
words, will be willing to offer to the en- 
trepreneur a larger amount than what he 
has paid for them. Raising prices as high 
as the market will bear is what success- 
ful entrepreneurs do every day, whether 
under “normal” economic conditions or 
in the aftermath of a disaster. And price 
levels provide valuable market informa- 
tion to other would-be participants; high 
prices and steep profit margins offered 
by supply shortages encourage other en- 
trepreneurs to jump in and compete for 
market share, driving down prices until 
the shortages disappear. 

Yet the myth of “price gouging” per- 
sists, and government does its best, how- 
ever unintentionally, to interfere with 
such market mechanisms in times of cri- 
sis, greatly hindering a return to market 
equilibrium. For example, an enterprising 
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Kentuckian, John Shepperson, bought 19 
generators in the aftermath of Hurricane 
Katrina, loaded them in his truck, and 
drove down to New Orleans, expecting 
to sell them to people in need for a hefty 
profit. To those who have never had to pay 
attention to the “bottom line” in a busi- 
ness setting, this might seem like a cynical 
act. But Shepperson paid a considerable 
expense for the generators out of his own 
pocket — probably in excess of $10,000 
— and also used his own truck, time, and 
money to transport the generators to the 
area where they would be most needed. 
However, we will never know how much 
of a profit Shepperson would have made 
— nor how much suffering would have 
been eased by access to 19 additional elec- 
trical generators. Shepperson was caught 
and jailed by law enforcement, and his 
generators confiscated. Thus, in the name 
of cracking down on “price gouging,” 
Shepperson’s potential customers were 
denied the enormous benefit of electric- 
ity in Katrina’s aftermath, and Shepperson 
went home a much poorer man. 

As for price gouging in general, gaso- 
line prices in this author’s hometown of 
Tucson have soared by more than 30 cents 
per gallon in the aftermath of Hurricane 
Harvey, as they have all across the nation, 
because so much of our refining capac- 
ity was damaged in the Houston area. 
Does an almost overnight jump of around 
15 percent in gas prices constitute price 
gouging? What circumstances, in the view 
of those opposed to “price gouging,” do 
constitute grounds for sudden price hikes, 
if not natural disasters? And to whom do 
such standards apply? Like so much else 
in economics, popular misunderstandings 
rather than sound reasoning tend to drive 
policymaking. Alleged crimes such as 
“price gouging” are impossible to define 
clearly and objectively, allowing magis- 
trates the latitude to mete out arbitrary 
punishment in times of crisis. 

Hindsight being 20/20, it is easy to 
criticize such government policies that 
have exacerbated the impact of natural di- 
sasters. Katrina, Harvey, Irma, Maria, and 
numerous other natural disasters have run 
their course, and lives and property de- 
stroyed cannot be replaced. But is there a 
better way to prepare for and deal with the 
Katrinas and Harveys of the future? 

From a constitutional perspective, the 
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federal government has never enjoyed any 
authority to engage in any sort of chari- 
table activity, including disaster relief. 
The powers allocated to the legislative 
and executive branches in Articles I and 
II, respectively, of the U.S. Constitution 
do not authorize disaster relief, or any 
other kind of charitable activity, with pub- 
lic monies. This is significant because, as 
the 10th Amendment — the last entry in 
the “Bill of Rights,” which was intended 
to clarify and underscore certain of the 
Founders’ intents in framing the Consti- 
tution — makes crystal clear, all powers 
not expressly granted to the federal gov- 
ernment are understood to remain with the 
states or with individual citizens. Hence, 
while Article I, Section 8, which spells out 
the powers granted to Congress, has much 
to say on government powers such as taxa- 
tion and the military, no mention is made 
of disaster relief (or, for that matter, any 
other form of government largess, such as 
unemployment, Social Security, health- 
care subsidies, and so on). 

As a matter of principle, charity admin- 
istered on a private, voluntary basis is char- 
ity indeed; “charity” dispensed by govern- 
ment, however urgent or well-intentioned, 
is in fact the involuntary redistribution of 
public funds. All government money, be it 
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remembered, is acquired via taxation, not 
donation, and officials who dispense it are 
not volunteers but paid functionaries. For 
this reason, the framers of the Constitution 
regarded public funds as sacred trusts, not 
to be dispensed at the whim of legislators 
for political expedience. This is why the 
tules for the appropriation of public funds 
are so clearly spelled out, as, for example, 
in the seventh clause of Article I, Section 
9, which stipulates that no public monies 
may be spent without being authorized 
by a legal appropriations bill, and that all 
spending and taking in of public money 
must be published regularly. 

In one famous story involving no less 
an eminence than celebrated frontiersman- 
tumed-politician Davy Crockett, the moral 
and constitutional objections for using fed- 
eral funds for the purpose of charity were 
spelled out to Congressman Crockett by 
an irate but very well-informed constitu- 
ent. As recounted by an article in Harper’s 
magazine in 1867, Crockett had returned 
to his district to stump for reelection. En- 
countering a man plowing in the field, he 
stopped to chat with him, only to be told 
that the man knew perfectly well who he 
was, that he had voted for Crockett in the 
previous election, and that he had no inten- 
tion of voting for him again. Taken aback, 


Irma’s wake: A Florida family wades toward an open convenience store in search of supplies in 


the aftermath of Hurricane Irma. 
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Presidential tour: President Donald Trump tours Naples, Florida, after the devastation of 
Hurricane Irma. As the most recognizable face of the federal government, the president is now 
expected to visit sites of national disasters as part of the relief effort. 


Crockett asked why. The farmer responded 
that Crockett had violated his oath of of- 
fice by voting for a $20,000 appropriation 
for residents of a Georgetown neighbor- 
hood who had lost property in a major fire. 
Crockett allegedly responded that “nobody 
will complain that a great and rich country 
like ours should give the insignificant sum 
of $20,000 to relieve its suffering women 
and children, particularly with a full and 
overflowing Treasury, and I am sure, if you 
had been there, you would have done just as 
I did.” To this the farmer replied: 


It is not the amount, Colonel, that 
I complain of; it is the principle... 
The power of collecting and disburs- 
ing money at pleasure is the most 
dangerous power that can be intrust- 
ed to man.... If you had the right to 
give anything, the amount was sim- 
ply a matter of discretion with you, 
and you had as much right to give 
$20,000,000 as $20,000. If you have 
the right to give to one, you have 
the right to give to all; and, as the 
Constitution neither defines charity 
nor stipulates the amount, you are at 


will very easily perceive what a wide 
door this would open for fraud and 
corruption and favoritism, on the 
one hand, and for robbing the people 
on the other. No, Colonel, Congress 
has no right to give charity. Indi- 
vidual members may give as much 
of their own money as they please, 
but they have no right to touch a dol- 
lar of the public money for that pur- 
pose.... There are about two hundred 
and forty members of Congress. If 
they had shown their sympathy for 
the sufferers [of the fire] by con- 
tributing each one week’s pay, it 
would have made over $13,000. 
There are plenty of wealthy men in 
and around Washington who could 
have given $20,000 without depriv- 
ing themselves of even a luxury of 
life. The congressmen chose to keep 
their own money, which, if reports 
be true, some of them spend not 
very creditably; 
and the people 
about Washing- 
ton, no doubt, 
applauded you 
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ing what was not yours to give. The 
people have delegated to Congress, 
by the Constitution, the power to do 
certain things. To do these, it is au- 
thorized to collect and pay moneys, 
and for nothing else. Everything be- 
yond this is usurpation, and a viola- 
tion of the Constitution. 


While elements of the story appear to be 
embellished (the fire under discussion was 
in Alexandria, not Georgetown, for exam- 
ple, and the existence of the farmer referred 
to has been called into doubt), Crockett’s 
voting record makes clear that he, along 
with a large number of fellow legislators of 
the day, was scrupulous in avoiding spend- 
ing public monies on “charity.” Moreover, 
as the fact that such a story could appear 
in one of America’s most widely circu- 
lated magazines attests, this sentiment was 
shared by a large portion of the American 
public. And this remained substantially the 
case until comparatively recently, when 
popular ignorance about the Constitution 
combined with a burgeoning culture of en- 
titlement to create the almost universal no- 
tion that, whenever disaster rears her ugly 
head, it is the sacred duty of the federal 
government to do something to alleviate 
human suffering. 

As we have seen, on both Constitutional 
and practical grounds, the federal govern- 
ment should have as little involvement 
with domestic disaster relief as possible. 
As events teach us again and again, private 
citizens are far more effective at dealing 
with such crises than the federal govern- 
ment. Local and state governments can 
also be effective, when free from the dead- 
ening weight of federal bureaucracy. Al- 
though it has become unpopular to point it 
out, even in extremities such as floods and 
hurricanes, less government involvement 
and more private action almost always 
produce a better outcome than FEMA and 
the Army Corps of Engineers could ever 
hope to achieve. Ml 
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HELP! 


Government Kidnapped My Child! 


Child Protective Services has morphed from an agency that prevents the physical abuse of 
children to one that takes children on politically correct pretexts for federal money. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


ccording to statistical data pub- 
A lished by the federal Department 

of Health and Human Services 
in 2012, Child Protective Services (CPS) 
checked up on 3.2 million children, though 
only 686,000 were reported as abused or 
neglected — meaning that 2.5 million 
children have been declared non-victims. 
Since the early years of its creation, the 
scope of CPS’ powers has grown, and it 
has usurped an immense amount of the 
natural and God-given right of parents to 
rear their children. 

As an Atlantic article examining the 
findings of the study cited above reported, 
there is a perception — at least, there was 
a perception in decades past — that “CPS 
most frequently intervenes in the lives of 
families to stop people who beat or sexu- 
ally abuse children in their care, or to pre- 
vent other horrific abuses.” 

Today, however, stories are common 
of parents routinely prosecuted and per- 
secuted by CPS for having committed 
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such “abuses” as choosing to homeschool 
their children rather than send them to 
federally controlled public schools, for 
resisting the forced vaccination of their 
school-age children, or for simply not 
being people “fit” to raise children. Fit- 
ness, of course, being defined by the bu- 
reaucrats as suits their own ends, not the 
purported purpose of the agency, that is, 
the best interest of the child. 

This last expression of the excesses of 
CPS is at once irresponsible and ironic 
given that often children are removed 
from homes of functioning middle-class 
families, whereas millions of children suf- 
fering with the genuine deprivation that is 
concomitant with the inner city are left to 
fend for themselves, and in many cases, 
raise themselves. 

As horror stories are passed around 
among millions of subscribers to social 
media, the picture of an abuse of author- 
ity on the part of CPS reveals not a noble 
effort to protect the lives of innocent chil- 
dren, but a nefarious agenda of fracturing 
families for the collection of federal funds. 


Certainly, in some CPS offices, there 
are precautions in place designed to pre- 
vent the domestic despotism that has be- 
come the accepted image of the agency. It 
is equally true that there are parents who 
actually abuse children and avoid any 
legal accountability for their actions. 

None of this, however, ameliorates the 
effects of CPS’s actions on the American 
family — particularly American children. 
CPS, an agency established with the nar- 
rowly tailored mandate to protect children 
from abuse, has accumulated a shocking 
amount of unchallenged and unchecked 
power over America’s families. Indeed, 
the breakneck speed of CPS’s growth 
makes one wonder how long it will be 
until parents are permitted only as much 
authority over their children as the gov- 
ernment will graciously grant them. And 
perhaps more pertinent and permanent is 
exactly how much the garnering of that 
permission will cost the men and women 
of this country. 

Since the enactment in 1974 of the 
Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment 
Act (CAPTA), a federal program provid- 
ing grants to states to assist them with the 
prevention, investigation, prosecution, 
and treatment of child abuse, the federal 
government has added five additional 
laws expanding the scope of the agen- 
cy’s assessment authority to include not 
just abuse, but neglect, as well. Updates 
to the act in 1988 greatly expanded the 
scope of CPS authority. Notably, neglect 
is a term not defined by the legislation or 
the legislators that passed the panoply of 
child-protection laws. Such legal vagaries 
would void something as simple as a city 
parking ordinance through lawsuits, but 
have persisted in federal family laws for 
nearly three decades. 

While there may be uncertainty as to 
the legal definition of key terms related 
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Cowed by cops: Parents confronted by CPS agents at the front door are typically too intimated 
by the presence of police to interfere with the seizure of their children and too scared of imagined 
imprisonment to assert their rights and demand that the CPS agents produce a warrant issued by 
a judge. CPS agents must produce such a warrant before removing children from their homes. 


to legitimate authority of CPS, what is in- 
disputable is that with the passage of each 
new statute, the goal of the program has 
moved away from identifying and pros- 
ecuting parents whose treatment of their 
children many would agree should merit 
some measure of official intervention, 
and toward the statutory establishment 
of a federally mandated agency with the 
funds and the force to impose its will on 
the homes of those families whose behav- 
ior does not conform to the predominant 
political or social standards. 

Arguably, in 1997, the sovereignty of 
parents was dealt what some consider a 
deadly blow with the creation of the Adop- 
tion and Safe Families Act. In her book, 
Past, Present, and Future Roles of Child 
Protective Services, Patricia Schene sets 
out the new law’s purpose. The law, she 
writes, “reauthorizes and increases funding 
for the Family Preservation and Support 
program, while changing its name to ‘Pro- 
moting Safe and Stable Families.” “This 
law also requires states to move children 
in foster care more rapidly into permanent 
homes, by terminating parental rights more 
quickly and by encouraging adoptions.” 

And thus the CPS we know today — the 
intrusive, invasive, generally unaccount- 
able, and unchallengeable CPS — was 
born. The desire to protect children from 
abuse and neglect is, of course, not wrong. 
In fact, the well-being of those unable to 
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care for themselves should be a concern 
for all moral people. Altruism and charity, 
however, have not been hallmarks of CPS 
or any other government agency upon 
whom has been bestowed great swaths of 
power over families. The published pur- 
pose of CPS reveals that the goal is not 
to protect children, but to interfere with 
family government as much and as often 
and to whatever degree they deem appro- 
priate, without regard to the natural rights 
of parents to raise and train children ac- 
cording to their own best efforts and their 
own religious beliefs. 

The CPS handbook defines the pur- 
ported mission of this government agency: 


The purpose of the Child Protective 
Services (CPS) Program is to protect 
children and to act in the children’s 
best interest. Program objectives are 
to: 

1. Prevent further harm to the child 
and to keep the child with his family 
when possible. 

If this objective cannot be attained, 
DFPS considers removal of the child 
from the family and placement with 
substitute families or caretakers. 

2. Provide permanence for a child 
in substitute care by resolving family 
dysfunction and returning the child to 
the family. 

If this objective cannot be attained, 
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DFPS recommends termination of 
the parent-child relationship and per- 
manent placement of the child with 
another family or caretaker. 

3. Provide permanence for a child 
who cannot return to the family by 
recommending termination of the 
parent-child relationship or other 
suitable legal authorization for per- 
manent placement of the child with 
another family or caretaker. 

CPS staff understand the need 
for preventive and supportive ser- 
vices that originate from commu- 
nity involvement in the protection of 
children. Staff are committed to the 
development of resources and agree- 
ments to help families before abuse 
and neglect occur. Staff work coop- 
eratively with other department pro- 
grams, other state and local agencies, 
the private child welfare sector, and 
the voluntary sector. 


From that outline, one would assume that 
the purpose and objective of CPS is to help 
preserve the family. Were that true, then 
CPS would wield its impressive preroga- 
tives to preserve the family unit, while 
simultaneously providing help to children 
who are abused or neglected. This treat- 
ment, ideally, would be holistic, involv- 
ing parents and their children in programs 
planned to help end abuse and strengthen 
the bond between parent and child. 

As it stands today, however, CPS not 
only violates the sanctity of the family and 
denies parents the due process of law be- 
fore seizing children, but the agency acts 
aggressively against the children’s wishes, 
as well. Consider the case of Isaiah Rider. 

Concerned with her son’s severe pain in 
his partially amputated leg, Isaiah Rider’s 
mother, Michelle, took her then 16-year- 
old son from their home in Kansas City, 
Missouri, to a hospital in Chicago to con- 
sult with specialists whom she hoped could 
discover the cause of her son’s suffering. 
Doctors diagnosed Isaiah with neurofi- 
bromatosis, a rare disorder that produces 
painful tumors on the nerves. The experts 
informed Michelle that surgery was her 
son’s only hope of relief, and Isaiah un- 
derwent the recommended operation. 

After the surgery failed to alleviate 
the boy’s debilitating suffering, Michelle 
Rider did what most mothers in her lam- 
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entable situation would do — she ques- 
tioned the doctors, and when her concerns 
were dismissed or ignored, she decided to 
take her son home. The officials at Lurie 
Children’s Hospital in Chicago refused to 
release Isaiah, and Michelle, who worked 
for 16 years as a hospice nurse, was forced 
to fight for her son. 

The battle began when on April 15, 
2014 hospital officials reported to the Il- 
linois Department of Children and Family 
Services (DCFS) that Michelle was pre- 
venting her child from receiving necessary 
medical care, and the agency ordered that 
Isaiah be involuntarily committed until the 
doctors decided he could go home! 

Next, DCFS informed Michelle in a 
phone call that she was not allowed to 
visit her son and that when he was eventu- 
ally released from the hospital he would 
be placed in foster care. On May 6, Isaiah 
was released from the hospital and placed 
in a foster home in the notoriously dan- 
gerous inner-city ghetto of Chicago. His 
mother was not notified and was not al- 
lowed to visit her son. She was being se- 
verely punished for deigning to question 
medical officialdom. 

After six months living in that night- 
mare, which reportedly included being 
forcibly sodomized while in state custody, 
Isaiah was transferred from Chicago to a 
foster home in Missouri, his home state 


As always, follow the money: Over the three decades since the enactment of federal law granting 


and the state where his mother resided. 
Illinois, however, retained legal custody 
over the boy and informed his mother that 
while Isaiah was in Missouri, she was not 
to have unapproved contact with her son. 
Should she fail to comply with these or- 
ders, officials of the Illinois Department 
of Children and Family Services warned 
Michelle that Isaiah would be immediately 
returned to Illinois. 

The fight to have her son freed from the 
foster system raged on for more than two 
years — 766 days, to be precise — and 
just two months before Isaiah turned 19, 
an Illinois family court judge ordered the 
case closed and Michelle Rider was re- 
united with her son. 

What was CPS’s goal in its handling 
of the Isaiah Rider situation? The same 
thing, says former Oregon prosecutor 
Robert Weidner, that motivates it to place 
3.2 million children in the system, 2.5 mil- 
lion of whom are later classified as “non- 
victims”: money. 

He points out that the agency gets 
“$85,000 from the federal government 
every time they take one of those little ones 
and put them up for adoption.” “So every- 
one’s feeding off of this federal money that 
is coming in, and all they’re focused on is 
getting the money — they talk about keep- 
ing their numbers up,” he adds. 

Rather than seeking the well-being of 


money to states to increase the assessment of abuse, the scope of CPS authority has grown 
from investigating actual physical harm to a child to preventing parents from making healthcare 
decisions for their children or choosing to educate them at home. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


AP Images 


the child, then, it appears that, like most 
every other agency of the federal and 
state governments, CPS secures its con- 
tinued funding (and the paychecks of the 
thousands of workers employed by the 
agency) by incrementally increasing the 
sphere of its oversight into the lives of 
American families. 

Imagine the destruction wrought to 
families, the abuse inflicted upon children 
by caretakers, and the irreparable harm 
done to the reputations of families all in 
the name of securing funding. Parents are 
relegated to a middle-management role in 
the care of children, subject to the dictates 
of government apparatchiks who, when 
the cash flow is threatened, will use even 
the slightest suspicion (or weak rationale) 
to demolish families so that the spigot of 
federal funding stays open. Often, these 
bureaucrats act not as the virtuous pro- 
tector of the nation’s children, but as the 
vicious (and avaricious) destroyer of the 
country’s most fundamental unit. 


Fighting Back 
There are means, however, of proactively 
denying this deplorable dominion to CPS, 
an agency, as has been explained, pos- 
sessed of police-like power over the wel- 
fare of American children and the stability 
and sanctity of American families. Listed 
here are a few tactics proven to prevent 
the anti-family government establishment 
from interfering in the life of your family: 

1. Know Your Rights 

CPS workers aren’t required to inform 
parents of any right of appeal or any 
means of recourse, and so unless a par- 
ent has studied, a CPS agent could easily 
snatch a child without anyone batting an 
eye. Most likely, CPS will gain entrance 
to your house by threatening to place your 
child into the foster care system — a tactic 
so terrifying it would coerce a caring par- 
ent’s capitulation — or question your mo- 
tives for wanting to keep the agents out, 
but you should remain resolute. Most par- 
ents become intimidated by the brusque 
nature of the workers, and allow them in- 
side their homes; and once they are inside 
the home, they will do their utmost to find 
some form of evidence against you. Don’t 
forget that you still have your rights; you 
can decide whether or not you want them 
to enter your house. An ex-CPS worker 
mentioned this, saying: 
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As horror stories are passed around among millions 
of subscribers to social media, the picture of an 
abuse of authority on the part of CPS reveals not a 
noble effort to protect the lives of innocent children, 
but a nefarious agenda of fracturing families for the 
collection of federal funds. 


I wish I could shout from the high- 
est mountain to parents to vigilantly 
learn their rights! 

If they knew what their legal rights 
were there would be significantly 
lower numbers of child removals. So- 
cial workers, unlike policemen mak- 
ing an arrest, are not required to in- 
form the parents of their legal rights. 
All we had to do to remove a child 
was to show up at the home and tell 
the parents we came to remove the 
kids. Often times we would take a po- 
lice officer with us (never telling the 
parents he was there for protection, 
not to enforce an order or warrant). 

99% of the time we never had to 
get a warrant or court order to re- 
move kids because the parents would 
be so intimidated by the officer that 
they would just hand their kids over 
and show up for court the next day. 
But if they had legally known their 
parental rights, they could simply 
have told me that I could not take the 
children unless I had a court order 
signed by the judge or had a warrant 
to remove the kids.... The majority 
of times parents were just intimidated 
and gave consent for the whole proc- 
ess to begin; completely unknowing 
of what rights they just waived. 


By the use of intimidation tactics, a pleth- 
ora of children have been snatched from 
their homes by CPS. That doesn’t have to 
happen to you. If CPS tries to barge into 
your home, you can inform them of your 
rights, and even quote the Fourth Amend- 
ment: “The right of the people to be secure 
in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, 
against unreasonable searches and seizures, 
shall not be violated, and no warrants shall 
issue, but upon probable cause, supported 
by oath or affirmation, and particularly de- 
scribing the place to be searched, and the 
persons or things to be seized.” 
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If informed, CPS is legally required to 
bring a warrant in order to search your 
house, and even then, only to a limited 
extent. Should they try to barge into your 
house anyway, you have every right to 
call the authorities, or even initiate a court 
hearing regarding their lack of adherence 
to the Constitution. 

2. Keep in Touch 

In a recent study of CPS reports, it has 
been found that many of the complaints 
originate from neighbors who think it’s 
their duty to intervene in others’ lives. 
Corey Chaney and April Rodgers learned 
this for themselves when they were re- 
ported to CPS not once, but six times — 
thanks to a next-door neighbor. According 
to reports, even the couple’s lawyer, Barry 
Sullivan, was stiff-armed by state CPS of- 
ficials when he questioned the source of 
the charges and the cause of the investi- 
gation, despite his years of experience in 
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Rights and requests: A former CPS agent revealed that parents are usually unaware of their 


family law. “Officials told me they were 
just following policy and procedure by 
investigating each call,” Sullivan added. 

Rodgers said the couple pleaded with 
CPS workers to consider whether some- 
one was making false calls. “We asked 
CPS, how many calls are you going to take 
before you realize this isn’t true,” Chaney 
said. “They said, ‘Oh, we have to respond 
to every call.’”” 

While it would be much better to do 
away with the CPS hotline entirely, until 
that happens, it seems that staying in touch 
with neighbors, friends, and family would 
be a way to keep CPS out of the loop, pro- 
viding each other with a way of handling 
any perceived problems at home. 

3. Keep Data 

If CPS still comes knocking at your 
door, make sure to keep data. One of the 
most useful methods is to purchase a re- 
corder, and record all interactions with 
CPS. They may try to convince you oth- 
erwise; they may try to say that CPS will 
have all of the data necessary for the in- 
vestigation, or they may even threaten you 
by saying that only someone who’s guilty 
of abuse would be taking action against 
them. In other words, “We’re from the 
government and we’re here to help and 
you don’t need to worry about a thing.” 

The modus operandi of CPS (in light of 
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rights and allow entry to CPS workers, who have been trained to ignore parental requests for 
information and to interact with parents as little as possible while seizing children. 
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its mission statement and funding demands 
described above) is to consider parents 
guilty until proven innocent. Such a pre- 
sumption could later prevent parents from 
collecting and presenting evidence of their 
innocence, evidence that would prove in- 
valuable should the case proceed to court. 

4. Get a Strong Attorney 

The outcome of one’s case is heavily 
swayed by the efficiency of one’s lawyer. 
Thus, when looking for an attorney, it is 
imperative that one chooses an attorney 
with years of experience fighting CPS. 
Note the stress on the word “fighting.” 
Why the need for such diligent searching 
for effective legal representation? 

Often, CPS itself provides a list of fam- 
ily law attorneys to families being inves- 
tigated by the agency, creating a conflict 
of interest that might escape notice by a 
family frightened by the traumatic turn of 
events that accompanies CPS intervention. 

Ifa parent wishes to live a life free from 
the stress of CPS breathing down the fam- 
ily’s necks every time they make a deci- 
sion for their child, then they must hire an 
attorney who is unafraid of butting heads 
with CPS. Had the Maple family realized 
this sooner, perhaps they could’ve been re- 
united with their son much more quickly. 

The Ohio family had been fighting the 
state for several weeks concerning the right 
to determine what is and is not in the best 
interest of their child, seven-year-old Cam- 
den Maple, when they discovered that their 
attorney had chosen to withhold informa- 
tion from the case, which could have ended 
the investigation much more quickly. 

After an interview at the principal’s of- 
fice at Bowman Primary School in Leba- 
non, Ohio, the school staff demanded 
that Camden’s parents seek professional 
mental health assistance to deal with 
their son’s disability. Christian and Katie 
Maple then proceeded to have a long dis- 
cussion with Camden about his behavior, 
believing that they had solved the matter 
on the family level. 

The following morning, though, the 
school called the Maples, following up on 
the administration’s suggestion that they 
take Camden to the hospital so that he 
could have his disorder properly diagnosed. 

Mr. and Mrs. Maple, somewhat per- 
plexed that the school would continue 
contacting them regarding the raising of 
their son, nevertheless explained that they 
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Out of the frying pan... American children seized by CPS agents are frequently taken from 
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functioning middle-class homes and placed in the foster care program, often forcing them to be 
with people and in places that are dangerous to their physical and mental well-being. 


had addressed the situation without the 
need of psychological or any other type of 
medical intervention. 

The school in turn demanded to know 
the contents of the family’s discussion 
regarding Camden’s “condition.” The 
Maples informed the school that it was a 
private matter, but that they ultimately de- 
cided it was unnecessary to have Camden 
psychologically evaluated. 

“The school thinks he is ADHD; we as 
parents disagree,” the Maples explained. 
“We believe that it stems mostly from 
boredom and not being challenged in the 
classroom. The school has tried on several 
occasions to get us to have him diagnosed, 
so that he can be medicated.” 

When their offer was rebuffed, the school 
decided to call CPS, accusing the Maples of 
“health neglect.” On March 3, 2017, after 
several visits to the Maples’ home, Camden 
was seized by CPS and taken from his par- 
ents and siblings, all because Christian and 
Katie Maple chose to challenge the author- 
ity of a school administrator and CPS. 

Christian and Katie Maple are a typical 
health-conscious family. They take their 
kids in for regular doctor’s appointments, 
and vaccinate their children on a regular 
basis. Their only flaw, as CPS would put it, 
is that they chose a medical choice for Cam- 
den contrary to what the school wanted. 

“We as parents do not have the prob- 
lems the school claims to have with him, 
at home. We know how to deal with a 


rambunctious 7 year old, but the school is 
content with making him believe that he is 
a bad child; we disagree,” the Maples said. 

Camden has been tested a full grade 
level above his current grade. When the 
class has assignments, he often finishes 
before the rest of the class, and spends the 
rest of the time drawing. When the teacher 
notices that Camden is drawing, Camden 
is punished for his creativity. 

Katie and Christian had recommended 
different methods on how to deal with 
Camden, but the school chose to ignore 
the will of the parents and to turn the case 
over to CPS, intending to deprive the par- 
ents of their natural authority, believing 
that they just didn’t know what was best 
for their child. 

At one point, Camden was sent to the 
principal’s office and was interrogated for 
his behavior. During the interview, Cam- 
den announced that “he felt that he was 
bad and wanted to erase himself from the 
earth.” The counselor then proceeded to 
demand Camden describe how he would 
do this. It was from this interview that the 
school contacted the parents, and demand- 
ed that Camden receive medical attention. 
However, after the conversation they had 
with their son, the Maples deemed psy- 
chological treatment unwarranted, and 
wonder if the school is so focused on the 
incident because of the funding they’d 
receive for Camden being diagnosed as a 
special-needs child. 
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“Camden said that he did not want to 
hurt himself and just said that because 
he was upset and wanted to see what the 
counselor would say,” the Maples report. 
“He has never said anything about harm- 
ing himself prior to this incident or after... 
If we really believed that he would have 
really hurt himself, then we would have 
taken him to be assessed. They’ve blown 
this way out of proportion.” 

When their decision was rejected, Bow- 
man Primary School contacted CPS about 
the situation. Immediately, the state’s social 
workers were sent to the Maples’ home, de- 
manding access to their home in order that 
they might ascertain the mental state of the 
children. To his credit, Christian refused to 
allow the agents into the house, citing the 
rights against such intrusions that are pro- 
tected by the Fourth Amendment. 

Undeterred, two weeks later, the Ma- 
ples received a phone call that there was 
an “Emergency Shelter Care” hearing that 
day, and at that hearing, Camden’s future 
would be decided by a family judge pos- 
sessed of information provided by CPS 
and the school counselor. 

The court heard the school counselor’s 
diagnosis of a mental disorder — despite 
the fact that law clearly dictates that only 
a doctor can make such diagnoses. 

At the hearing, a pattern of school-incit- 
ed CPS persecution of the Maples was re- 
vealed. The school had contacted CPS on 


They won’t see you in court: Once CPS takes a child, they will try to delay 


four other occasions within the past year 
regarding Camden. 

“CPS never contacted us about these 
phone calls because they themselves admit 
that the calls were unsubstantiated,” Mrs. 
Maple testified. 

Regardless of the lack of reasonable 
cause, on March 3 the court ordered that 
Camden be seized by CPS and forcibly 
removed from his family. That afternoon, 
social workers and police officers arrived 
to take Camden into state custody. 

The parents were then subjected to drug 
tests and psychological evaluations — all of 
which they passed. Katie even said that their 
psychological evaluator was “thoroughly 
confused” as to why they were there. 

The Maples were a normal family with 
one unforgivable flaw: They dared defy the 
state and its irresistible, unquestionable, 
unconstitutional claim to control the lives 
of every American from cradle to grave. 
In this case, the Maples took on CPS and 
they must now pay for that transgression 
by being denied the right to raise their son. 

The fight with CPS is already going to be 
arduous; it doesn’t help to add to the burden 
if one’s attorney, the one who is supposed to 
be helping the parents, is also aiding Child 
Protective Services. Mrs. Maple revealed to 
this author that the Maples fired their first 
attorney after they discovered he was acting 
against their interests and trying to negotiate 
a deal with CPS, a deal the Maples did not 
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any court hearings or 


trial in order to wear down and discourage the parents. This, of course, is in violation of the right 
to a speedy and public trial protected by the Fifth Amendment. 
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want. Make sure that your attorney is well- 
verified by other parents who were once in 
your shoes, as they would know whether or 
not that attorney will ensure the preserva- 
tion of your family. 

5. Keep Calm 

It’s understandable that having case 
workers outside your door would be 
stressful, but it is imperative to keep calm. 
Otherwise, CPS will use your stress or 
anger as the excuse they need to say that 
they feel the child is in danger, and get a 
warrant issued and start court hearings. 
Thus, as difficult as it may be, be sure to 
remain calm and polite when discussing 
a situation with CPS agents. The moment 
you lose your temper is the moment they 
have leverage over you. 

Now, that doesn’t mean that a parent 
shouldn’t be firm. Be sure to ask the agents 
what exactly you have been accused of, and 
request to see a warrant. If they have neither 
an explanation nor a warrant, feel free to po- 
litely send them away, or request that they 
bring a warrant before trying to enter your 
house. Of course, the parents aren’t the only 
ones that ought to remain calm. CPS will 
often find one way or another to corner your 
child and interrogate them, even if you have 
explicitly stated that you don’t wish for CPS 
to interview your child alone. The reason 
Camden Maple was taken away from his 
family in the first place was because he was 
interviewed by a school counselor in close 
contact with CPS, who goaded the seven- 
year-old into saying that he wished he could 
“erase himself from the earth,” which then 
gave CPS all the evidence it needed to state 
that the parents were at fault for such be- 
havior. That being the case, it’s clear that 
parents need to teach their child beforehand 
what to do should a CPS agent ever attempt 
to interrogate them. 

6. Keep a Schedule 

It’s typical for CPS to attempt to post- 
pone court hearings, thereby stripping 
parents of their Fifth Amendment rights: 
“Tn all criminal prosecutions, the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public 
trial, by an impartial jury of the state and 
district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been 
previously ascertained by law, and to be 
informed of the nature and cause of the 
accusation; to be confronted with the wit- 
nesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtaining witnesses in his 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ OCTOBER 23, 2017 


“Protective” power: Some states, such as Texas, have stronger CPS organizations than others, 
so parents should educate themselves on their state’s CPS policies. Here, Democrat State 
Representative Richard Pefia Raymond of Laredo speaks at a news conference about “improving” 
Texas’ CPS. 


favor, and to have the assistance of coun- 
sel for his defense.” 

Not only is the delay strategy incredibly 
cumbersome for the parent, but the long- 
er the process draws out, the more likely 
that CPS will be able to keep your child. 
Gregory A. Hession, an attorney against 
CPS, mentioned, “It is not uncommon for 
the department to delay these challenges for 
a year or more. And the long delay is really 
detrimental to your case. This deprives you 
of receiving the legal protections provided 
by the state and federal constitutions and 
that you are innocent until you are prov- 
en guilty. DCFS gives you none of these 
things.... Parents do not have the right to 
due process. You can fight all you want 
at the pre-trial hearings, if you are lucky 
enough to secure them, but the judge will 
never let you present your side in full.” 

That being the case, it’s important that 
once the warrant is issued, you as a par- 
ent make sure that the court date is initi- 
ated and followed through with a lawful 
adjudication of the matter by an impartial 
judge as soon as possible. Otherwise, it’s 
unlikely that you’ll have the privilege of 
ever seeing your child again. 

7. Keep Vigilant 

As mentioned above, the federal gov- 
ernment pays state CPS agencies $85,000 
for every child placed in the foster care 
system by CPS, thus encouraging cash- 
strapped state governments to tailor laws 
favorable to CPS and to relax regulations 
that might keep their agency from getting 
a place at the federal trough. 
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Remembering that perverse pecuniary 
arrangement might motivate parents to 
stay on top of every communication be- 
tween CPS and district attorneys, judges, 
and other magistrates appointed to oversee 
the legality of the proceedings. Any priva- 
tions suffered by parents and their children 
— including the experience of the child 
while in foster care or CPS custody — 
must be shouted from the rooftops over 
and over again at every level and every 
step of the legal proceedings. 

Part of this necessary awareness and ac- 
countability is to ensure that a family has 
its name — including the names of the 
children — expunged from CPS databases. 
Community.apna.org explains why: “Your 
name and case is entered into the CPA da- 
tabase registry when you are being investi- 
gated. However when you have been found 
innocent, your name must be removed from 
the database. This often does not happen, 
and so you need to keep in touch with the 
CPS and request them to remove your 
name from the database and send you a let- 
ter confirming the same.” 

If your name remains in the CPS data- 
base, then caseworkers are able to monitor 
your family, and your “records” are sent to a 
number of individuals with whom your chil- 
dren might have contact — doctors, teach- 
ers, or therapists, for example — and they 
are all alerted that you are being “watched” 
by CPS, and are required to report anything 
they deem to be of concern. Thus, a little bit 
of vigilance can go a long way. 

Often, decisions critical to the stability 
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of families and the health and welfare of 
children are made by CPS caseworkers 
with mere months of experience, and they 
are trained to believe that their mission is 
so important it justifies violating consti- 
tutional restrictions on the power of the 
federal government. 

Today, Child Protective Services agen- 
cies wield fearsome power. At the whim 
of this or that director or low-level bu- 
reaucrat, children and parents may be 
separated for days, weeks, months, and, 
occasionally, forever. It is not too late to 
force these family-busters back inside 
their cubicle farms. 


Different Policies for Different States 
The tips provided above are generalized; 
that is to say, in most circumstances, if the 
above methods are utilized, parents should 
be able to avoid losing their child — but 
one must also be aware that certain states 
will be more difficult than others. Accord- 
ing to childwelfare.gov, “Federal laws and 
regulations provide overarching standards 
and guidelines for child protection, child 
welfare, and adoption; but each State has 
its own laws and regulations for child wel- 
fare matters.” 

That being the case, those who live in 
states with stronger CPS policies, such 
as Massachusetts, Arizona, and Texas, 
ought to be more wary and more fierce 
should they have a run-in with CPS. If 
you are concerned with CPS overreach 
in your state, it would be wise to look up 
and familiarize yourself with the policies 
of your state’s specific CPS organization. 
That way, if they break any of their own 
policies, you as a parent have leverage 
against them. 

While these methods may be useful in 
warding off CPS, it still doesn’t change 
the fact that parents shouldn’t have to deal 
with such a blight at all. In order to be rid 
of these worries for good, Americans must 
recall that they are the government. There 
is no authority above that of the people, 
and their sovereignty is not justly subject 
to any state agency. As individuals are 
converted to this truth, it is then their obli- 
gation to educate their neighbors, enlisting 
the enlightened into the ranks of those men 
and women who will rise up and resist any 
and all attempts by any and all strata of 
government to destroy the foundation of 
all civil society — the family. Ml 
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FROM SOCIAL SCIENCES 


TO SOCIALISM 


Psychology was born when people tried to make philosophy 
into a “science.” It is proving fatal as the field excuses bad 
behavior as inborn, a belief leading to hard tyranny. 


by Selwyn Duke 


here once was a child of philoso- 

phy that aspired to become a sci- 

ence. After all, nothing lends cred- 

ibility in our material world more than the 

discipline that studies the material world. 

So that child, psychology, rebelled against 

thousands of years of tradition and began 

beating its own path through history — 
and the human psyche. 

The human mind has been pondering it- 
self probably for almost as long as the self 
has existed. As early as 550 B.C., ancient 
Greek philosophers began developing an 
intricate theory of what they termed the 
psuché, from which we derive the first part 
of “psychology.” Fifteenth-century think- 
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er René Descartes, dubbed the “Father of 
Modern Philosophy,” developed the idea 
that came to be known as Cartesian Dual- 
ism, that the mind and body are different 
but can influence each other. But it wasn’t 
until quite late in history, 1879, that Ger- 
man physician, physiologist, and philoso- 
pher Wilhelm Wundt — often regarded as 
the “father of psychology” — separated 
psychology from philosophy. It was a de- 
velopment that would result in the separa- 
tion of the scientific study of man’s nature 
from the nature of that nature. 

The problem is that psychologists claim 
to be pursuing authentic science. Why is 
this an issue? Because science investigates 
and recognizes the material world and 
only the material world. Thus, if they’re 
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A desire to be “scientific” means viewing 
man as a purely material being. This raises 

a question: Can the “science” of psychology 
truly understand a being who is body and soul 
if it only recognizes the body? 


true to this scientific mandate, psycholo- 
gists will view man merely as a material 
being. (If they conceptualize him as some- 
thing more, they’re going beyond science.) 
And proceeding in this manner makes it 
difficult to remedy mind-based problems 
because therapists won’t be treating what 
man is — a being of body and spirit — but 
what he isn’t — an organic-material robot. 
In fact, this decoupling of philosophy 
and psychology to create a new “science” 
has, ironically, birthed a field that disgorg- 
es both bad philosophy and bad science; it 
consequently has had, many would say, a 
thus far short but quite sordid history. Its 
physician arm, psychiatry, was responsible 
for 50,000 cases of the brain mutilation 
known as lobotomy in the United States 
alone, not to mention all the excessive use 
of extreme electroconvulsive therapy. 
More recently in history, parents were 
inundated for decades with “gender neu- 
trality” theory, unscientifically stating that 
the sexes are the same except for the su- 
perficial physical differences and thus, if 
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SCIENCE... 
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Happy camper? Nine-year-old Sam reads a book at the Bay Area Rainbow Day Camp in 
California, a camp for “gender-fluid” children. Social “science” has embraced the transgender 


agenda with no scientific proof of its validity. 


you raise them identically, identical will 
their personalities be. All was nurture; a 
person’s “gender identity” was shaped 
completely by society. (Know that you 
were an idiot, a knuckle-dragging mouth- 
breather, if you denied this.) Then 1990s 
brain research indicated that the sexes re- 
ally are innately different, from the womb 
to the tomb. All was nature, and after some 
more twists and turns the current theory 
— unscientifically claiming that “gender 
identity” can be whatever a person feels it 
is — became all the rage. And those pro- 
moting it again rage against the knuckle- 
dragging mouth-breathers who dare deny 
Science’s Latest Findings™. 

Then there’s eugenics, the science of 
improving the human race via selective 
breeding, which was widely accepted by 
social scientists (i.e., anthropologists) until 
after WWII; now, even suggesting group 
differences exist gets you lumped in with 
Nazis. Of course, overlooked here is that 


eugenics grew out of evolutionary theory 
(in fact, Sir Francis Galton, who origi- 
nated the term “eugenics,” was a cousin 
of Charles Darwin), which dictates that 
profound group differences must exist. 
After all, if peoples “evolved” separately 
from one another for eons, subject to dif- 
ference environments and stresses, it’s a 
practical impossibility that they would 
have wound up being precisely the same 
in all worldly measures. But missing such 
points of logic is possibly why G.K. Ches- 
terton called common sense “that forgot- 
ten branch of psychology.” 

But perhaps from mainstream social sci- 
ence we shouldn’t expect common sense 
because it’s not an endeavor of the com- 
mon man. For example, note that while 
fully a third of Americans reject evolution 
altogether, “evolutionary psychology” is 
so widely accepted among social scientists 
that the American Psychological Associa- 
tion wrote in 2009 that it “is not a distinct 


Then there’s eugenics, the science of improving the 


human race via selective breeding, which was widely 
accepted by social scientists (anthropologists, for 
example) until after WWI; now, even suggesting group 
differences exist gets you grouped in with Nazis. 
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branch of psychology, but rather a theo- 
retical lens that is currently informing all 
branches of psychology.” Moreover, most 
Americans who do subscribe to evolution 
apparently believe it’s the vehicle through 
which God created life, as only about 11 
percent of Americans are atheist or ag- 
nostic (according to Gallup). In contrast, 
a solid majority of psychology professors 
— 61 percent — are atheist or agnostic, 
making psychology the least religious 
discipline. Then there are the studies long 
indicating that psychologists suffer higher 
rates of mental disorders than the average 
person. Some have theorized that this is 
because many troubled people enter psy- 
chology to try to figure themselves out, 
yet what they’d learn in today’s prevalent 
school of psychological thought certainly 
wouldn’t bring them closer to Truth. My 
own experiences bear this out. 

In my years working with children, I was 
struck by how psychologists’ kids were so 
often ill-behaved brats, no surprise given 
the permissive child-rearing dogmas the 
field disgorges. Then there was the 60-year- 
old psychiatrist I knew from the public ten- 
nis courts (I once was an aspiring player) 
in my late childhood. I have no idea how 
the subject was broached, but one day he 
saw fit to tell me, 12 years old at the time, 
that some people derive sexual pleasure 
from being whipped. Well, one day a while 
later, he was playing tennis shirtless (not 
uncommon in that city park) and, wouldn’t 
you know it, he had whip scars on his back. 
How scarred his soul was, however, was 
further illustrated by how, at another time, 
he told me I was “gay” and that he knew 
because I had the “build of a gay.” Because 
of my age, I didn’t know at the time the 
concept of a “sexual-identity crisis,” which 
he obviously sought to create in me, but I 
was smart enough to realize that the notion 
of a “gay build” (are happy people blessed 
with great physiques?) wasn’t very plau- 
sible and that he was trying to play with 
my mind. But, anyway, talk about violating 
your Hippocratic Oath. 


The “Science” of Psychology 

Now, it could occur to one that seeking 
psychological help from your average 
therapist is a bit like taking your car to 
an auto mechanic who can never keep his 
own car running right. Having said this, 
one can find studies indicating and vin- 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ OCTOBER 23, 2017 


dicating anything, and my anecdotes are 
just that, anecdotes. Besides, much about 
problems is learned through tackling them 
yourself; a guide who has already found 
his way out of a deep, dark swamp can 
perhaps help you emerge from it more eas- 
ily than one who has never been in that 
morass (assuming he did emerge himself 
and isn’t wallowing in the muck). 
Moreover, there is such a thing as good 
psychology. Jean Piaget defined well 
childhood intellectual maturation with his 
“stages of cognitive development,” and 
Erik Erikson’s stages of psycho-social de- 
velopment seem an excellent analysis of 
human moral development (which means 
they smack of good philosophy). Yet that 
the psychological profession is sometimes 
correct isn’t much more meaningful than a 
broken clock being right twice a day. Nor 
is it relevant whether social scientists are 
generally “good” or “bad” people (practi- 
cally speaking), as good people sometimes 
embrace bad things and bad people, good 
things. The real point here concerns First 
Things (philosophy and theology): Be- 
cause mainstream psychology has them 
wrong, because the roots and tree are 
misbegotten, the fruits and leaves are rot- 
ten. In fact, not moored to what is eternal, 
Truth, psychology is generally placed in 


Pseudoscience, pseudo-education: Fields such as women’s studies and gender studies now 


the service of the ephemeral, the spirit of 
the age. This means that today it provides 
a specious scientific basis for what we call 
leftism. It is the (pseudo)scientific arm of 
the civilization destroyers. 

Psychology seeks to understand the 
human mind — to understand man, in other 
words — and use that knowledge to reme- 
dy his ills and prescribe instructions for the 
mind’s proper function. Yet it went wrong 
as soon as it sought to accomplish this sole- 
ly within the realm of science. Why? Be- 
cause, by definition, science deals in, only 
recognizes, and limits itself to, the material 
world; thus, any purely scientific analysis 
of man will conceive of him as merely a 
material being — an organic robot, some 
pounds of chemicals and water. This pres- 
ents a question: Is that all we are, or are 
we spiritual creatures with souls? If we be- 
lieve the latter, as people of faith do, we’re 
confronted with a striking reality: Today’s 
dominant school of psychological thought 
must be rejected wholesale. 

“Psychology” is a word with Greek 
roots meaning “study of the soul.” Yet 
since it long ago betrayed this original 
meaning and is predicated on soullessness, 
it’s operating based on a misconception of 
mans nature. And if its practitioners fail 
to understand man’s nature, how can they 
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Sonoma State University, leaves a meeting where he argued for more inclusion of “gay history” in 


college curriculum. 
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understand and remedy distortions of that 
nature? To analogize it, it’s much as if a 
physician assessed a cancer patient view- 
ing him as only an incorporeal being and 
denying the reality of his material body. 
How could he possibly even begin to make 
the correct prescription? You have to diag- 
nose what a person is, not what he isn’t. 

Incorrect suppositions lead to incorrect 
corollaries. If man is merely an organic 
robot — at the mercy of his hardware (ge- 
netics) and software (programming) — how 
can he be responsible for anything? This is 
precisely, mind you, why this pseudosci- 
ence is invaluable in justifying pseudo- 
righteousness. Columnist P. J. O’Rourke 
noted this, quipping, “Liberals have invent- 
ed whole college majors — psychology, 
sociology and women’s studies — to prove 
that nothing is anybody’s fault.” For certain. 
You drink like a fish? That could be a gene. 
Homosexual tendencies? That could be a 
gene, too, or the result of anomalous intra- 
uterine development. You’re an ill-behaved 
brat? It’s ADHD, perhaps combined with 
“Oppositional Disorder.” You killed your 
husband? That could be PMS. In fact, it’s 
harder all the time to find things we former- 
ly called sins that have not been redefined 
(and hence justified) as diseases or condi- 
tions of the brain. (Of course, every such re- 
definition widens psychology’s market and, 
hence, its practitioners’ earning power.) In 
fact, psychologist Susan Blackmore, author 
of Consciousness: An Introduction, echoes 
some ponderers in the social sciences and 
claims the idea that we have consciousness 
and free will is all “delusion.” Psychology 
is now the pseudoscience behind the art of 
rationalization, which lies at modern liber- 
alism’s heart. 

Were there evidence for this materi- 
alistic thesis, all we could do is plain- 
tively concede that it’s regrettably true, 
become hedonists, and perhaps drug or 
drink ourselves into a salving stupor. But 
actual science is not establishment psy- 
chology’s business. “Gender neutrality” 
theory confused generations of parents. 
There was even a boy, Bruce Reimer, 
who, it was decided, would be castrated 
and raised as a girl after a botched cir- 
cumcision destroyed his penis. He ended 
up so miserable he committed suicide, 
but this doesn’t stop the psychiatric pro- 
fession from today pushing the “trans- 
gender” agenda, which is as unscientific 
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and unproven as gender-neutrality 
ever was. In fact, based purely 
on a person’s feelings — without 
any medical test showing a physi- 
cal (as opposed to psychological) 
phenomenon is at issue — psy- 
chiatrists will prescribe a physi- 
cal “remedy”: the body mutilation 
known as “gender-reassignment 
surgery.” As artist Brad Holland 
put it, pop psychology has pro- 
pounded “that truth is myth, and 
myth, truth” and “that emotions 
are a form of reality,” a state of 
mind that “used to be called psy- 
chosis.” 

Or consider how millions of 
American children, mainly boys, 
have had their brains pickled in 
Ritalin after being diagnosed with 
ADHD. Never mind that Ritalin 
has been banned in Sweden since 
1968; the reality is that there is 
simply no evidence for a biologi- 
cally induced condition called 
“ADHD,” that it is anything but 
the result of a “dysfunctional 
parenting paradigm,” as family 
psychologist John Rosemond has 
put it. Rosemond pointed out that 
every child has “ADHD” up until 
two years of age, but if he’s raised 
correctly such behavior patterns are 
purged from him. Note, too, that virtu- 
ally no children in France are diagnosed 
with and medicated for the “condition” 
because, as Dr. Marilyn Wedge explained 
in 2012, “French parents provide them 
with a firm cadre — the word means 
‘frame’ or ‘structure’” — discipline, in 
other words. 

The issue, as Rosemond tells us (I’m 
paraphrasing), is that we once viewed 
childhood misbehavior as “a moral prob- 
lem; now we view it as a psychological 
problem.” Yet this is no surprise — since 
moral problems are not the stuff of sci- 
ence (or of pseudoscience), only psycho- 
logical problems can possibly exist. 

Science, again, recognizes only the ma- 
terial world, which means it recognizes 
man but not God. Yet man doesn’t create 
“morality,” properly understood. To il- 
lustrate the point, finding out that the vast 
majority of the world hated vanilla but 
loved chocolate wouldn’t mean vanilla 
was “bad” or “evil”; we readily recognize 
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Spare the rod, drug the child? Where misbehavior was once 
addressed with the “board of education,” now it’s diagnosed 

as a brain defect (ADHD). The result? Medication is replacing 
moral training. 


this as just consensus preference, mere 
taste. But how does it make any more 
sense saying murder is bad or evil if the 
only reason we're doing so is that the vast 
majority of the world dislikes the idea of 
killing others in a way the vast majority 
considers unjust? If man’s consensus is 
all it is, it then is also mere preference, 
no matter how much we use semantics — 
calling the human preferences “values” or 
something else — to obscure the mean- 
inglessness of it all. Actual “morality” has 
a basis in Truth (absolute by definition), 
whose existence implies God. 

The reality is that right and wrong can’t 
be proven or observed scientifically; we 
can’t view a moral under a microscope or 
a principle in a Petri dish. Science cannot 
tell us what we should do, only what we 
can. Scientifically speaking, murder isn’t 
wrong — only possible. 


When We’re Robots 
So what will the purely scientific mind do 
when tackling the problems of the organic 
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robots more provincial types still 
call “people”? He cannot use any 
moral framework as the yardstick 
for the CPU’s (brain’s) proper func- 
tion, so he uses society’s prefer- 
ences as such, as with any machine. 
He then views deviation from that 
as malfunction or, as they say, a 
“disorder.” He then seeks to man- 
age this not with counsel on moral 
behavior, but perhaps by altering 
the hardware (surgery) or influenc- 
ing the programming with drugs. Of 
course, a given psychologist could 
very well go beyond this and deal 
with moral matters, but insofar as he 
does, he is acting as a philosopher 
or minister. The more he remains 
scientific, the more he will act as a 
mechanic working on a machine in 
his mechanistic universe. 

This is one reason why “non- 
judgmentalism” is such a big con- 
cept in modern psychology. Of 
course, judgments must be made as 
to what constitutes “abnormality” 
and what is the best way to treat 
it, but these, again, can be ren- 
dered based on preference or “what 
works for you.” And just consider 
the following example of social- 
science non-judgmentalism: The 
Los Angeles Times published a 2013 ar- 
ticle stating, “Pedophilia once was thought 
to stem from psychological influences 
early in life. Now, many experts view it as 
a deep-rooted predisposition that does not 
change.” This, of course, is precisely the 
language used decades ago when the (suc- 
cessful) attempt to legitimize homosexual 
behavior was launched. Down the road of 
godless moral nihilism lies madness. 

A couple of points should now be 
made. “Non-judgmentalism” is a fool’s 
errand and an unattainable error. Even 
a dope-smoking, flowers-in-hair hippie 
will exhibit moral indignation when his 
own “values” ox is gored (“Oooh, that’s 
raaaacism!”’). As philosopher C.S. Lewis 
put it when addressing such hypocrites, 
“Their scepticism about values is on the 
surface: it is for use on other people’s 
values; about the values current in their 
own set they are not nearly sceptical 
enough.” Second, the social sciences 
truly are pseudoscience, in that they’re 
quite scientific insofar as they indulge 
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today’s fashionable moral nihilism but 
wholly unscientific when making diag- 
noses based on feelings. What do these 
contradictions reflect? That people are 
not robots, but people. They have biases, 
emotions, and desires, and are likely to 
rationalize to justify them. This also ex- 
plains social scientists’ general failure to 
take their thinking to its logical conclu- 
sion (as I have here) and recognize their 
errant ways. For devoutly living a lie can 
sometimes be as hard as living the Truth, 
especially when that lie involves uncom- 
fortable realities. Indulging godlessness 
and its correlative moral relativism/nihil- 
ism can be very convenient when trying 
to justify your own cherished sins. It’s not 
so convenient to think matters through 
and accept that your beliefs dictate that 
all perceived meaning is illusion, that you 
don’t even have a good reason to get up 
in the morning — or ever. 

Think them through or not, however, 
their acceptance would ensure there won’t 
be a morning in America, or anywhere 
else. Consider psychology’s messages, 
some of which are transmitted more ex- 
plicitly than others: 

¢ We’re mere organic robots at the 
mercy of our genes and conditioning. 

¢ There is no right and wrong, only 
proper function and disorder. 

¢ We don’t have free will. 


¢ You’re not responsible for what you do. 

The last point is undeniable within this 
worldview’s context. How could robots, 
with no free will, be held accountable for 
their actions? If there is no sin, only dis- 
ease of the brain, a person can be no more 
responsible for misdeeds than a man who 
catches a cold is responsible for sneezing. 

Yet if people become convinced there 
is no right or wrong and they’re not re- 
sponsible for their actions, anyway, it sets 
the stage for great evil. Rape? Kill? Steal? 
Who’s to say it’s wrong? And whatever it 
is, I didn’t choose to be what I am. It much 
reminds me of a comment years ago from 
an anonymous NAMBLA (North American 
Man/Boy Love Association) pedophile (I’m 
paraphrasing): “I didn’t ask to have these 
feelings, but that’s the way it is.” This is a 
horrible justification but a logical applica- 
tion of the mentality, prevalent in the social 
sciences and elsewhere, that has been used 
to rubber-stamp homosexuality and trans- 
genderism. It may be “I was born this way, 
so it’s okay,” a proposition replacing moral- 
ity with biological determinism. Of course, 
this would justify anything inborn, whether 
homicidal instincts or the desire to drink 
(note that psychologists suggest that psy- 
chopaths are born, not made). Or if the per- 
son is made, the justification may be emo- 
tional determination and the notion that it’s 
somehow intolerant to expect the individual 


Boys to men: If man is merely a molecular machine, then there are no objectively right or wrong 
behaviors. The North American Man/Boy Love Association seeks to normalize pedophilia as 
something innate, much the way homosexuality was normalized. 
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not to act on strong feelings not of his own 
choosing. Yet there is a word for a creature 
that acts on every feeling: an animal. 

And animals cannot live free in civi- 
lization (which is why leashes and zoos 
exist). British philosopher Edmund 
Burke warned, “Society cannot exist un- 
less a controlling power upon will and 
appetite be placed somewhere, and the 
less of it there is within, the more there 
must be without. It is ordained in the 
eternal constitution of things, that men 
of intemperate minds cannot be free. 
Their passions forge their fetters.” Ben- 
jamin Franklin likewise observed, “Only 
a virtuous people are capable of freedom. 
As nations become more corrupt and vi- 
cious, they have more need of masters.” 
Does the psychology-enabled Cult of No 
Responsibility yield more or less interior 
appetite control and more or fewer in- 
temperate minds? Does it breed a lesser 
or greater need of fetters and masters? 
With authority comes responsibility and 
with responsibility, authority; the two 
go hand in hand. Thus, people who can- 
not be responsible for themselves (such 
as children) cannot have authority over 
themselves (which children don’t). This 
paves the way for authoritarianism. 

So, ironically, while psychoanalysis 
founder Sigmund Freud said when con- 
demning religion, “Experience teaches 
us that the world is not a nursery,” his 
atheistic creed yields something worse 
than the nanny state. For if we have no 
souls, we’re merely “evolved objects 
with an evolved ability to use language,” 
as renowned botanist Lawrence Trevan- 
ion put it. And objects, things, are used 
— and only kept around if useful. As 
for organic robots, what could be wrong 
with altering their hardware (genetic en- 
gineering) — as eugenicists sought to do 
— or programming (social engineering) 
if their operation is undesirable? What 
could be wrong with terminating their 
function altogether? Physicist Stephen 
Hawking and tech titan Elon Musk have 
long warned that artificial intelligence 
poses a profound risk to human civiliza- 
tion. If the artificial robots in question 
would have these materialists’ concep- 
tion of man, along with a computer-like 
thoroughness that takes this materialist 
thinking to its logical conclusion, well, 
they certainly have reason to worry. 
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Is Gun Control the Answer 
to Mass Shootings? 


In the wake of the awful mass shooting in 
Las Vegas, anti-gun interests across the na- 
tion wasted no time politicizing this latest 
American tragedy. We have heard the argu- 
ments before, every time a terrorist or de- 
ranged gunman slaughters the innocent in a 
public place: Certain types of firearms have 
no place in civilian hands, and should be 
banned. America now has tens of thousands 
of gun laws on the books, from the local to 
the federal level, measures banning or se- 
verely limiting private access to hundreds of 
types of firearms and firearms accessories, 
from fully-automatic weapons to high-ca- 
pacity magazines to silencers. The severity 
of gun laws varies significantly from state 
to state, ranging from jurisdictions such as 
Alaska, Arizona, and Vermont, where state 
and local gun laws are very limited, to the 
likes of New York, New Jersey, Illinois, and 
California, where large numbers of firearms 
are prohibited in private hands, and govern- 
ment permits to carry a weapon are difficult 
if not impossible to procure. 

All but the most extreme anti-gun voices 
concede that, under the Second Amend- 
ment, private citizens have the right to own 
some firearms. But, they typically add, such 
rights do not extend to the freedom to carry 
weapons in public places, nor to own mod- 
ern, high-capacity, rapid-fire weapons, and 
the federal government therefore should do 
everything it can to outlaw the private own- 
ership of weapons deemed a threat to public 
safety. Are they correct? 

In the first place, the wording of the 
Second Amendment is clear: Its purpose 
is to protect the right to keep and bear 
(i.e., own and carry) arms, in order that 
(among other things) a well-regulated mi- 
litia may be maintained. The connection 
between militias and private gun owner- 
ship, once well-understood, has been ob- 
scured by legal sophistry. A militia, unlike 
a professional military, is a private armed 
force available when needed to come to 
the defense of the commonwealth, either 
on its own account or alongside profes- 
sional military forces. Under the Consti- 
tution, both Congress and the states have 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


Sf ST as 


authority over the militia, as spelled out in 
Article I, Section 8: 


[Congress shall have power t]o pro- 
vide for calling forth the Militia to ex- 
ecute the Laws of the Union, suppress 
Insurrections and repel Invasions; 

To provide for organizing, arming, 
and disciplining, the Militia, and for 
governing such Part of them as may 
be employed in the Service of the 
United States, reserving to the States 
respectively, the Appointment of the 
Officers, and the Authority of train- 
ing the Militia according to the disci- 
pline prescribed by Congress. 


According to the legal doctrine of the day, 
the “unorganized militia” referred to all 
able-bodied men, who were presumed to 
own workable firearms and were eligible 
to be called into service as an organized or 
“well-regulated” militia. The existence of 
the unorganized militia is understood to be 
prior to that of the state; just as individuals 
have the unalienable right to self-defense, 
so groups of individuals have that same 
right. It was in this spirit that the Minute- 
men were organized among the Ameri- 
can colonists and became the first armed 
forces to engage the British military at the 
outset of the Revolutionary War. 

If militias are the non-professional collec- 
tive fighting force, it follows that all weap- 
ons appropriate for militia use are allowable 
in private hands. That this is no longer the 
case in the United States is indicative of the 
degree to which Americans have permitted 
the federal government to infringe on con- 
stitutionally protected freedoms. 

But if the ownership of firearms is pro- 
tected by the Second Amendment, per- 
haps, in light of the dangers to the public 
posed by modern firearms, the Constitution 
should be amended to allow the prohibition 
of such weapons. After all, modern militar- 
ies and police forces are sufficient to carry 
out the protective functions once discharged 
by militias; perhaps private gun ownership 
should be restricted to weapons adequate for 
hunting and domestic defense — so runs the 
argument of “moderates” in the gun debate. 

But as we have seen in recent mass 
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shootings, the police seldom arrive on the 
scene until the damage has been done. And 
while a sniper attack such as that carried out 
in Las Vegas may be difficult if not impos- 
sible to defend against, many other mass 
shootings carried out in public venues such 
as schools, movie theaters, and nightclubs 
might have ended differently if the shooters 
had been confronted by armed private citi- 
zens. Just a few days before the Las Vegas 
shooting, an armed parishioner did manage 
to stop a would-be mass shooter at a church 
— an incident that the news media mostly 
ignored. Because of the nature of the news, 
only “successful” mass shootings get wall- 
to-wall coverage. 

As to whether such incidents would be 
less likely were certain types of weapons 
prohibited, we need look no further than 
countries such as France and Norway, both 
of which have experienced mass shoot- 
ings far worse than the United States in 
recent years — yet both of which have 
very strict gun-control laws. In a country 
with the population of the United States 
(the world’s third largest), mass shootings 
remain statistically very rare events. 

Laws criminalizing firearms ownership, 
which end up denying the vast majority 
of decent Americans the right to defend 
themselves from the occasional malefactor, 
are an outgrowth of the Utopian expecta- 
tion that government can somehow rid the 
world of sin and evil. It is true that mass 
shootings have become more common in 
the United States over the past few decades, 
but that is not because firearms are more 
available. Fifty years ago, military-grade 
automatic weapons were legal and easily- 
obtainable — yet mass shootings were 
almost unknown. What has changed is 
popular morality, not firearms availability. 
In an increasingly amoral, nihilistic world, 
mass shootings have acquired a dark appeal 
among the immoral, the disenfranchised, 
and the politically intemperate. More vio- 
lence in public spaces is the result. 

If America wishes to end, or at least min- 
imize, the misuse of firearms, it should look 
to our moral and religious heritage. Only 
a return to our Judaeo-Christian roots can 
reverse our present course. 

— CHARLES SCALIGER 
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High Help 


An eyewitness named Michal Klein saw 
beautiful human charity in a surprising 
place — the New York City subway sys- 
tem. On August 26, an unnamed suicidal 
woman crawled across a section of beams 
in the Broadway and Lafayette subway 
station, approximately 20 feet above the 
ground. Before Klein could even react, she 
witnessed a young man follow the woman 
across the beams and sit alongside her to 
talk her through whatever was plaguing her. 

“The only thing I overheard was the 
young girl saying nobody cares about 
her,” Klein, of Hoboken, New Jersey, told 
the New York Daily News. 

According to Klein, who captured a 
photo of the scene, the young man put 
his arm around the woman and talked her 
through whatever drove her to climb the 
beam that day. She said that the young 
man stayed with the woman until emer- 
gency personnel arrived. 

“T hope she gets [the] help that she 
needs,” wrote Klein in her social media 
post. “And bravo to the young man for 
risking his own safety to help.” 

“He actually cared enough, whoever he 
was, to help her. A lot of people seemed to 
be like “Oh, it’s New York,’ and kept walk- 
ing,” Klein told CBS New York. “I don’t 
know what I would’ve done. I don’t think 
I would’ve climbed over to do that.” 


Paying It Forward 


Vanessa Howard lived a hard life, but now 
that she has turned it around, she has de- 
cided to inspire other young girls who find 
themselves in similarly difficult situations. 

CBS News reported that Howard was a 
teen mom, victimized by domestic abuse. 
She recalls having three children of her 
own and just $1.75 in her pocket when she 
decided that she needed to leave her drug- 
infested home in Tampa, Florida. 

She had the good fortune to meet a 
landlord who was willing to rent her an 
apartment, and she began working at local 
beauty salons to make money. 

The kindness that landlord showed 
Howard was the catalyst that would in- 
spire her to do well for herself, as well as 
to do good for others. “It was from there 
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that I found hope and restoration. I just 
wanted to pay it forward.” 

Fast forward a few decades and How- 
ard now has her own salon, named Giving 
Hands Hair Salon. And Howard has stayed 
true to that name. One day a month, How- 
ard provides free services such as haircuts, 
facials, and manicures to homeless women 
and young girls living in poverty throughout 
the Tampa area. CBS News reported that 
approximately 300 girls from area shelters 
have benefited from Howard’s free services. 

“T believe everything we go through 
we go through for a purpose. I truly 
believe that nothing happens by coin- 
cidence,” Howard told CBS News. “I 
would encourage other broken women, 
business owners — all of us have a story 
and I believe that we should use what 
we’ve been through to help others.” 

In preparation of the 2017-2018 school 
year, Howard threw a “Back to School 
Princess Party” in which homeless girls 
from five to 11 were invited to the salon 
for five hours of pampering. 

“We want them to feel like a princess 
for a day. It’s important, especially dur- 
ing their transition,’ Howard said. “I want 
them to be confident because if they’re 
confident they excel.” 


Beyond the Call of Duty 


When Kristin Villaneuva’s college fund 
was stolen from her family home, there 
was no way she could have predicted the 
outpouring of support she would receive 
from her local police and community. 
Villaneuva was on vacation with her 
family in early August when a burglar re- 
portedly broke in to the family’s house in El 
Segundo, California, and stole her $2,000 
college fund. Villaneuva had earned that 
money tutoring her peers over the course of 
four years and had earmarked it for college. 
According to CBSLA.com, Villaneuva 
was a high-school valedictorian and is at- 
tending Cal Poly San Luis Obispo, where 
she is studying materials engineering. 
When the El Segundo Police Department 
learned what was stolen from the Villaneu- 
va home, they immediately took action. 
They joined with the El Segundo Police 
Officers’ Association to start a crowdfund- 
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ing campaign to help replenish the stolen 
funds. “Kristin has done everything right 
in her life and was a major contributor to 
this community,” wrote the officers on the 
GoFundMe page. “Let’s not allow some 
burglars [to] ruin her college experience!!!” 

Within just nine days, the page sur- 
passed its goal, having raised $5,000. The 
police officers then presented Villaneuva 
with a check. 

Villaneuva and her family were touched 
by the officers’ actions and the kindness 
of the GoFundMe community. “I feel very 
privileged and fortunate to be able to go to 
school and I think it justifies the idea that 
hard work does pay off,” she said. 

And the police officers were impressed 
by the outpouring of support from the 
community. “The support from the El Se- 
gundo community was incredible,” said 
Police Officer Joe Cameron, union presi- 
dent. “From El Segundo employees to El 
Segundo residents, everyone pitched in. 
Community support like this is why I’m 
proud to be the president of this associa- 
tion and serve this amazing community.” 


Hear Ye, Hear Ye 


When 10-year-old Braden Baker’s hearing 
aid was destroyed by his dog, he learned 
it would cost more than $3,000 to replace 
it and that the cost was not typically cov- 
ered by insurance. Baker has worn hear- 
ing aids since he was a baby. And while 
he was fortunate enough to have a family 
who could cover the cost, he decided that 
he wanted to do something for those who 
did not have the means to pay. 

“IT was like, ‘How could I give back,’ 
you know?” Braden, who hails from Fort 
Worth, Texas, recalled. “So, I told my 
mom about GoFundMe and we started a 
GoFundMe page!” 

People.com reported that within two 
months, he surpassed his goal, raising a 
total of $15,000, which he donated to the 
Oticon Hearing Foundation. 

According to Braden’s mother, Ashley, 
Braden does not intend to stop raising 
money. He intends to continue to assist 
low-income families so that they can pro- 
vide hearing aids for their children. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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John Randolph of Roanoke 


John Randolph is one of the few politicians in our country’s history with enough fortitude 
and honor to battle to retain the Republic given to us, even at great personal cost. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


when men stood for principle, even when it meant break- 

ing from their pals and their party. One of the men once 
most recognized for his steadfast refusal to retreat from republi- 
can values today has been all but forgotten. His name was John 
Randolph of Roanoke. 

So staunchly conservative was Randolph that he has been de- 
scribed as an enemy of both Thomas Jefferson — of whom he was 
once the most ardent ally — and John Adams. This was the essence 
of John Randolph: He was possessed of a fierce Southern spirit that 
would brook no centralization of power that would encroach upon 
his plantation. In defiance of the stereotype, however, he was a cos- 
mopolitan bon vivant who displayed in his writings and his speech- 
es an unparalleled fluency in the language of prose and poesy. 

Randolph was born in 1773 in Virginia, and as such is too young 
to be counted among the generation grouped together as Founding 


T here was a time in the political history of the United States 
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Fathers. He knew many of those luminaries and regularly ran in 
the same circles, but he was not one of them. He was a man whose 
adult life and contributions fell between two eras: the era of the 
War for Independence and the era of the Civil War. Randolph grew 
up under the Constitution of the late 1780s and died during the con- 
stitutional crisis of the late 1830s. As such, his words and deeds are 
of extraordinary interest to Americans anxious to understand how 
we got to a place in our contemporary history where the country 
seems once again to be straining at the seams. 

According to Russell Kirk’s biographical sketch of John Ran- 
dolph, he was the scion of a prominent Virginia family and was 
stricken in his late teens with a disease that left him impotent for 
the rest of his days. Kirk, quoting an unpublished thesis written by 
William E. Stokes, Jr., reckons that it was probably scarlet fever. 

Regardless of whether or not it was, it apparently affected 
not only Randolph’s body but also his personality, one already 
“proud, acutely sensitive, and animated by a darting passion,” 
leaving the young man given to gaps in his reason that lasted 
months. As Kirk points out, though, even during these periods 
of irrationality, Randolph retained “not only his eloquence, but 
a sardonic political realism.” It is this political tenacity that al- 
ternately enraged and enthralled all who rotated in Randolph’s 
personal and political orbit. 

After Randolph died, one of his relatives wrote a poignant 
summary of his elder cousin’s inscrutable nature: 


The truth and beauty of the eastern allegory, of the man en- 
dowed with two souls, was never more forcibly exemplified 
than in his case. In his dark days, when the evil genius predom- 
inated, the austere vindictiveness of his feelings toward those 
that a distempered fancy pictured as enemies, or as delinquent 
in truth or honor, was horribly severe and remorseless. 

Under such circumstances of mental alienation, I sincerely 
believe (if it may not appear irreverent) that had our blessed 
Savior, accompanied by his Holy Mother, condescended to 
become again incarnate, revisited the earth, and been domi- 
ciled with him one week, he would have imagined the former 
a rogue, and the latter no better than she should be. 

On the contrary, when the benevolent genius had the as- 
cendant, no one ever knew better how to feel and express the 
tenderest kindness, or to evince, in countenance and manner, 
gentler benevolence of heart. 


Fortunately for his contemporary countrymen, John Randolph 
of Roanoke lived in a time before the development of the ex- 
cuse factory. He was genuinely plagued with physical and men- 
tal impediments, but he achieved a level of political success 
and won for himself an enviable reputation in open defiance 
of his disabilities. 
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John Randolph of Roanoke lived in a time before the development of 


the excuse factory. He was genuinely plagued with physical and mental 


impediments, but he achieved a level of political success and won for 


himself an enviable reputation in open defiance of his disabilities. 


Political Person 

Consider Kirk’s recitation of John “Jack” 
Randolph’s impressive political curricu- 
lum vitae: 


In 1799 he [Randolph] debated the 
aged Patrick Henry; and his brilliance 
of mind and his mordant tongue car- 
ried him into Congress. At the age of 
twenty-six, he was a hard hater of the 
Federalists, a partisan of revolution- 
ary France. He smote the administra- 
tion of John Adams hip and thigh. 

With the inauguration of Jefferson, 
picturesque Jack Randolph became 
the majority leader of the House of 
Representatives: in the mediocre 
House of Jefferson’s two terms he 
had no near rivals in talent. 


Although Randolph was a countryman with 
Thomas Jefferson and James Madison and 
he shared their devotion to decentralized 
republicanism, Randolph parted company 
with these titans of American statecraft 


rather than abandon his advocacy of agrari- 
anism. This rupture ripped wide open dur- 
ing the so-called Yazoo land scandal. 

Here are the broad strokes of the epi- 
sode: After the end of the War for Inde- 
pendence, officials in the state of Georgia 
wanted to protect their claim to land run- 
ning west to the Mississippi River. The 
tract included territory that is today within 
the boundaries of the states of Alabama 
and Mississippi. The state legislature and 
governor of Georgia enacted a bill estab- 
lishing their state’s claim over millions of 
acres and quickly sold that land to various 
companies formed for the explicit purpose 
of purchasing the land being sold by the 
government of Georgia. 

Early attempts to establish claim to 
this land and to profit from its parceling 
were quashed by the federal government, 
which pointed out that most of the land 
being sold had a clouded title as it was still 
under the control of Spain and that a large 
swath was considered the country of the 
Chickasaw and Choctaw Indian tribes. 


Thomas 
Jefferson 


Minding a modest government: Although Randolph was a countryman with Thomas Jefferson 
and James Madison and he shared their devotion to decentralized republicanism, Randolph parted 
company with these titans of American statecraft rather than abandon his advocacy of agrarianism. 


36 


In defiance of the federal thwarting of 
the sale attempted in 1788, the governor 
of Georgia sold 40 million acres to four 
companies for $500,000. The state law 
that authorized this transaction is known 
in history as the Yazoo Act. 

As lawmakers in Washington, D.C., 
ramped up an effort to investigate the sale 
to the speculators, it was discovered that 
key stockholders in the companies that 
benefited by the transfer had bribed Geor- 
gia state legislators. When details of the 
deal were exposed to the general public, 
citizens of Georgia elected new represen- 
tatives and a new governor, and the Yazoo 
Act was quickly repealed. 

The investors who considered them- 
selves robbed by the repeal recurred to the 
federal government, asking it to intervene 
on their behalf and to find a way to assure 
a refund of the money they believed was 
owed them, as they insisted they were in- 
nocent of any bribery scheme. 

Thomas Jefferson and James Madison 
came out in support of a compromise that 
would see the Yazoo investors reimbursed 
at least some percentage of the money they 
spent on speculation. President Jefferson 
and Secretary of State Madison went so 
far as to propose that the reimbursement 
be drawn from the federal treasury. John 
Randolph was enraged. 

Randolph could not accept the fact that 
his fellow Virginians and his fellow repub- 
licans would obstruct the obvious will of 
the people of the sovereign state of Geor- 
gia. Georgians had manifest their will via 
the ballot box and had rid the ranks of 
state legislators and the executive man- 
sion of all those who thought they could 
act above the law and profit from the sale 
of the Yazoo land. 

To add insult to injury, around the time 
that the Yazoo controversy was playing 
out, Randolph learned that Jefferson and 
Madison were trying to buy land in Flori- 
da using money — $2 million — secretly 
appropriated for that purpose. 

Taken together, these two frolics from 
the straight and narrow path of enumer- 
ated powers cemented Randolph’s sense 
of betrayal, and he permanently parted 
ways with Jefferson and Madison, con- 
sidering the Great Collaborators to be 
conspirators and defectors from the ranks 
of republicanism. 

Throughout his tenure in political of- 
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Power to the people: Regarding the controversial Yazoo land scandal, Randolph could not accept 
the fact that his fellow Virginians and fellow republicans James Madison and Thomas Jefferson 
would obstruct the obvious will of the people of the sovereign state of Georgia. 


fice, Randolph regularly crossed party 
lines, not because he was committed to 
holding on to his place, but because he was 
committed to holding fast to his principles. 
When others, his erstwhile allies, pursued 
policies he considered contrary to individ- 
ual liberty and decentralization of power, 
Randolph was not afraid to find himself 
the lone voice of pure republicanism cry- 
ing in the swirling winds of the wilderness 
of profiting from power. 

Randolph’s reasons for his excoriation 
of Jefferson and Madison’s meddling in 
matters constitutionally retained by the 
states were proclaimed in an address deli- 
vered during debate on the issue on Janu- 
ary 29, 1805: 


If no other reason can be adduced but 
a regard to our own fame, if it were 
only to rescue ourselves from this foul 
imputation, this weak and dishonor- 
able compromise ought to receive a 
prompt and decisive rejection. Is the 
voice of patriotism lulled to rest? That 
we no longer hear the cry against an 
overbearing majority, determined to 
put down the Constitution, and deaf 
to every proposition of compromise? 


And, he continued: “What is the spirit 


against we now struggle? Which we have 
vainly endeavored to stifle? A monster 
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generated by fraud, nursed in corruption, 
that in grim silence awaits his prey.” 

Randolph continued his denunciation in 
words that sound eerily applicable to our 
own political climate: 


That spirit which considers the many, 
as made only for a few, which sees in 
government nothing but a job, which 
is never so true to itself as when false 
to the nation. When I see a certain 
party supporting and clinging to such 
a measure, almost to a man, I see men 
faithful only to their own principles; 
pursuing with step and untried zeal, 
the uniform tenor of their political life. 
But when I see associated with them in 
firm compact, others who once rallied 
under the standard of opposite prin- 
ciples, I am filled with apprehension 
and concern. Of what consequence is 
it that aman smiles in your face, holds 
out his hand, and declares himself the 
advocate of those political principles 
to which you also are attached, when 
you see him acting with your adver- 
saries upon other principles? 


Another example of his exceptional fidel- 
ity to federalism was displayed during the 
run up to the War of 1812. In 1806, Ran- 
dolph refused to support a bill that would 
have hampered trade with Great Britain. 


Randolph found himself siding with the 
Federalists, not because he agreed with 
them, but because they agreed with him! 

So wide was the rift between Jefferson 
and Randolph that the latter became one 
of the founders of the third party known 
as the Tertium Quids. 

Randolph teamed up with John Taylor 
of Caroline and the pair became the lea- 
ding lights of the Tertium Quid cohort. 
They believed, as explained by F. Thorn- 
ton Miller in his foreword to the Liberty 
Fund edition of Taylor’s Tyranny Un- 
masked, that “those who were attracted to 
power — ‘majority men’ tended always to 
become corrupt and to abuse the trust and 
betray the best interests of the people. For 
this tendency, they had to be watched by 
“minority men.’” 


Single-minded Men 

Randolph and Taylor were men of un- 
swerving and single-minded pursuit of the 
principles of agrarian republicanism, pop- 
ular sovereignty, consent of the governed, 
and the indispensability of virtue, valor, 
and vigilance on the part of the people. 

Randolph believed that there was no 
such thing as “the American people,” as the 
Constitution did not create a nation, rather 
it was a compact among equal sovereigns 
whose intent was to unite them in a confed- 
eracy cooperating in the creation of a fed- 
eral government endowed with a few and 
defined powers, with the residual authority 
remaining in the states and the people. 

For his part, Taylor advanced the cause 
of state sovereignty as a method of check- 
ing the inevitable attempt by those pos- 
sessed of federal authority to consolidate 
power into their own hands. 

In fact, the closer the government was to 
the governed, the better administered that 
government would be and the abler the 
people would be to keep a close, watchful 
eye on their elected representatives. 

Together with John Taylor, John Ran- 
dolph was a member of the Virginia gentry 
who dutifully served his fellow citizens of 
the Old Dominion. And with Taylor, he be- 
lieved that the Articles of Confederation 
could have been repaired and thus op- 
posed the ratification of the Constitution, 
the document that replaced that prior pact. 

As an unrivaled proponent of popu- 
lar sovereignty, in Congress, Randolph 
eloquently orated in support of the agra- 
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Throughout his tenure in political office, Randolph regularly crossed 


party lines, not because he was committed to holding on to his place, 
but because he was committed to holding fast to his principles. 


rian tradition that he held as the only hope 
of protecting and perpetuating the form of 
government that would remain small, lim- 
ited, and under the close, ever-watchful 
eye of the governed. 

During his service in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, Randolph often reminded his 
colleagues and his constituents that a true 
republican — that is, representative — 
government could only be maintained in a 
small geographical area. He considered the 
Madisonian vision of a large, commercial 
republic to be chimerical and to be the set- 
ting of an inevitable slouch toward social 
sycophancy, moral degeneracy, and politi- 
cal despotism. 

As the leader of the Tertium Quids 
(once they had coalesced into something 
of a functioning faction), Randolph 
declared the group’s philosophy in 
a speech he gave in opposition to 
the War of 1812: 


Love of Peace, hatred of offen- 
sive war, jealousy of the state 
governments to the general gov- 
ernment, a dread of standing 
armies, a loathing of public debt, 
taxes, and excises, tenderness 
for the liberty of the citizen; jeal- 
ousy, Argus-eyed jealousy, of the 
patronage of the President. 


He further articulated this ideology 
during a speech he made as a mem- 
ber of Congress in a debate on ap- 
portionment in 1822: 


Government, to be safe and to be 
free, must consist of representa- 
tives having a common interest 
and a common feeling with the 
represented.... No government 
extending from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific can be fit to govern me or 
those whom I represent. There is 


mon interest with the governed, which 
is indispensable to its existence. 


Randolph’s rejection of Republicans in 
favor of republicanism was consistent. As 
a final submission of evidence produced 
to prove Randolph’s resolute adherence 
to the dogma of personal liberty and state 
sovereignty, consider this paragraph from 
Forrest McDonald’s States’ Rights and the 
Union, recounting the growth in govern- 
ment proposed by President James Madi- 
son and the capitulation of Republicans, 
with the noticeable exception of John Ran- 
dolph of Roanoke: 


[James] Madison also called for 
sweeping nationalistic economic 


legislation. Specifically, he asked 
Congress to charter a Second Bank 
of the United States, designed closely 
on the model of Hamilton’s original 
but having three and a half times the 
capital; asked for the enactment of 
protective tariffs to support fledgling 
manufacturers, especially of textiles 
and iron products; and suggested a 
comprehensive program of internal 
improvements. Madison’s proposal 
regarding protective tariffs went be- 
yond what Hamilton had called for 
in his 1791 Report on Manufactures, 
which would have relied more on 
bounties than on tariffs. In regard 
to internal improvements, Madison, 
like Hamilton, thought that a consti- 
tutional amendment would probably 
be required to justify them. 

The response to these recommen- 
dations was mixed. Most Republicans 
went along with the proposals, though 
John Randolph of Roanoke and other 
purists were bitterly opposed. 


Where, one wonders, have all the 
rock-ribbed Republicans gone? 
Has the spirit of Randolph been 
exorcised from the body politic? 
The Republican Party promotes 
itself as the party of small govern- 
ment and lower taxes, and many of 
the candidates recently elected ran 
on a promise to repeal ObamaCare. 
It’s not necessary to remind Repub- 
licans that government continues to 
grow and that Republicans have re- 
peatedly failed to toss ObamaCare 
onto the scrap heap of history. 

While it is certain and sad that 
John Randolph of Roanoke was 
ravaged by a terrible disease, the 
one illness from which he never 
suffered was the one I call Po- 
tomac Fever. 

Once seated, something wafting 
into the offices through the vents 
of the Capitol infects the senators 
with Potomac Fever, and they de- 
vote their time to pleasing special- 
interest groups and PACs rather 
than the constituents who elected 


death in the pot, compound it how 
you will. No such government 
can exist, because it must want 
the common feeling and the com- 


them in the first place. 

The first symptom, it seems, of 
Potomac Fever is constitutional 
amnesia, causing the congress- 


Political partner: Like John Randolph of Roanoke, John 
Taylor of Caroline was one of the Tertium Quids, men who 
opposed the two major political parties of the day and who 
defended republicanism and popular sovereignty. 
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Attack or defense? Speaking 


of day, that this government was not instituted for the purpose of offensive war. No — it was 
framed (to use its own language) for the common defense and the general welfare, which are 


inconsistent with offensive war.” 


man to forget the Constitution that was 
once all the candidate could talk about. 

Another aspect of small “r” republican- 
ism that is anathema to today’s capital “r” 
Republicans is opposition to preemptive 
war. Beginning during the Republican ad- 
ministration of George H.W. Bush, con- 
tinuing through the Democratic adminis- 
tration of Bill Clinton, and then gaining 
real steam during the two terms of George 
W. Bush, Republicans have rarely rejected 
an opportunity to send boots or bombs into 
one country after another. 

As one would expect, John Randolph 
of Roanoke ran up against Republicans in 
his own time tripping over themselves to 
commit the United States to unnecessary 
armed conflicts. 


I declare in the face of day, that this 
government was not instituted for the 
purpose of offensive war. No — it 
was framed (to use its own language) 
for the common defense and the gen- 
eral welfare, which are inconsistent 
with offensive war. I call that offen- 
sive war which goes out of our juris- 
diction and limits for the attainment 
or protection of objects not within 
those limits and that jurisdiction. As 
in 1798 I was opposed to this spe- 
cies of warfare, because I believed it 
would raze the constitution to its very 
foundation, so in 1806 am I opposed 
to it on the same grounds. 

No sooner do you put the Con- 
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stitution to this use, to a test which 
it is by no means calculated to en- 
dure, than its incompetency to such 
purposes becomes manifest and ap- 
parent to all. I fear if you go into a 
foreign war for a circuitous, unfair 
foreign trade, you will come out 
without your Constitution. 


In the end, Randolph’s refusal to go along 
with Madison’s policies cost him the lead- 
ership of the House of Representatives and 
left the body under the command of hawk- 
ish lawmakers for decades afterward. 

War with Great Britain came, and 
though he tried to reason with his col- 
leagues in Congress, John Randolph of 
Roanoke found himself keeping his own 
company, shunned by those who once 
sought his wisdom and way with words, 
but who now considered association with 
him to be a political liability. 

Although Randolph’s constituents back 
home in Virginia would reelect him to 
Congress in 1815, Russell Kirk writes, he 
retired to his homestead, “there meditat- 
ing on Christian doctrine, lamenting the 
evils of the times, and losing himself in 
his library.” 

Randolph died in 1833, having served 
off and on as a member of the House of 
Representatives (he was so popular in his 
home district that he ran unopposed five 
times) and briefly as the ambassador to 
Russia during the administration of Presi- 
dent Andrew Jackson. He never married, 
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and his mental and physical health, which 
were thorns in his side from his youth, 
never left him alone. 

Randolph knew something of slavery. 
His plantation measured more than 6,000 
acres and was worked by hundreds of 
slaves. Upon his death in 1833, three wills 
were discovered, two of which instructed 
that his slaves be emancipated. In his will 
of 1819, Randolph declared, “I give and 
bequeath to all my slaves their freedom, 
heartily regretting that I have ever been the 
owner of one.” Ina separate directive, Ran- 
dolph’s will allotted $8,000 to pay for the 
relocation of his slaves in another part of 
the country. Per Randolph’s request, each 
slave over 40 would be given no fewer than 
10 acres of property in this new territory. 

Although family members would chal- 
lenge the validity of the wills, a Virginia 
court declared them valid and ordered Ran- 
dolph’s wishes carried out, including the 
manumission of the slaves held on his estate. 

Accordingly, William Leigh, Randolph’s 
cousin and executor, purchased land in 
western Ohio and made arrangement for 
the slaves to be transported in a wagon train 
from Virginia to their new settlement in the 
west. On June 10, 1846, 383 former slaves 
set out with all their worldly possessions 
loaded onto sixteen wagons headed for a 
new home and a new life of liberty. 

Undaunted and unburdened of the guilt 
of owning slaves, though, he never be- 
trayed his commitment to constitutional 
principles of state sovereignty and limited 
government, even when he could have 
profited politically by taking a less im- 
movable position. 

This story closes with a statement made 
by Randolph in 1826 during a speech he 
made decrying the patronage of the presi- 
dent, a statement that could reasonably be 
repeated today were there yet men of his 
caliber in Congress and were the spirit of 
John Randolph of Roanoke still inspir- 
ing Republicans to resist imperialism and 
materialism: “It is my duty to leave noth- 
ing undone that I may lawfully do, to pull 
down this administration [of John Quincy 
Adams]. They who, from indifference, or 
with their eyes open, persist in hugging the 
traitor to their bosom, deserve to be insult- 
ed ... deserve to be slaves, with no other 
music to soothe them but the clank of the 
chains which they have put on themselves 
and given to their offspring.” Ml 


39 


EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Chinese Food Fight 


The Associated Press reported out of At- 
lanta on September 20 about an attempted 
robbery that ended in gunfire. A driver 
working for a local Chinese food restau- 
rant was delivering food when he was the 
victim of an elaborate robbery attempt by 
four suspects. Atlanta police say the driv- 
er was stopped by two women who stood 
in front of his vehicle. As he parked his 
vehicle, two men approached him from 
behind. The would-be robbers fired at the 
driver, hitting him in his back. Fortunately, 
the driver was armed and was able to re- 
turn fire at the two men. The driver shot 
one of the suspects in the leg, while the 
other suspects all fled the scene. Authori- 
ties were called to the scene where they 
discovered both the driver and the rob- 
ber with gunshot wounds. Both men were 
treated for what were described as “not 
life-threatening injuries,” and the suspect 
was arrested for robbery. Authorities are 
still looking for the other suspects. 


Store Employee 
Gets Suspended 


WBTV.com reported out of Albuquerque, 
New Mexico, on September 20 about a fe- 
male employee who was penalized by her 
employer for defending her life. Jennifer 
Wertz, who works as a clerk at a Circle 
K convenience store, began bringing her 
lawfully licensed gun with her to work, 
owing to the fact that there had been a 
recent spate of robberies in the area, and 
a nearby 7-Eleven convenience store had 
just been robbed earlier that week. The 
woman knew her employer had a strict 
policy prohibiting bringing firearms into 
the workplace, even though she could le- 
gally carry, but she did it anyway because 
she didn’t feel safe. Her instincts proved 
right when an armed man ran into the 
store on September 20 and pointed his 
gun at her. The woman grabbed her pis- 
tol and fired at the suspect, hitting him in 
the torso. The wounded suspect collapsed 
nearby and was apprehended by authori- 
ties who were called to the scene. The 
suspect was later identified as 23-year-old 
Ferron Mendez, who is expected to sur- 
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vive his injuries. Police strongly believe 
Mendez was responsible for the earlier 
robbery at the 7-Eleven. 

Wertz explained to KOAT/CNN that 
the whole incident happened very quickly. 
“He like stepped into the door and point- 
ed the gun at me. I reacted.... I grabbed 
my gun from my pocket, I cocked it, and 
I shot.” Wertz expressed frustration over 
her employer’s policy, explaining that the 
area has become much more violent and 
dangerous and she obviously needed to 
be able to protect herself. “I’m sick and 
tired of being a sitting duck.... Robber- 
ies have been going on like this for the 
past few weeks. They have done nothing 
to protect me. And I felt the need to pro- 
tect myself.” Wertz was suspended for 
two weeks after the incident for violat- 
ing company policy, but she said she was 
likely going to quit because she didn’t 
care for the strict policy prohibiting em- 
ployees from carrying lawfully licensed 
firearms. 

Wertz later spoke with KOB4 about the 
ordeal and explained that she was thinking 
of making it home alive to her children: 
“All I wanted to do was make sure I went 
home to my kids.... I have three children. 
I’m all they have.” 

Wertz explained that she knew the 
potential was there that she might get in 
trouble with her employer for bringing her 
gun to work, but she felt that her safety 
was more important. “I’d rather be alive 
and have to find another job.... So I was 
thinking about it and I realized it was ei- 
ther shoot or be shot so I decided to protect 
myself.” Wertz added, “I will continue to 
protect myself and my family.... I un- 
derstand the cops can’t always be there. 
They’re not always right around the cor- 
ner. And we have to do something because 
these criminals are running our town. I’ve 
lived here 9 years and they’re literally run- 
ning our town.” 


Taco Bell 
Employees Shoot Robber 


Cleveland.com reported on September 
6 about a shooting at a Taco Bell that 
claimed the life of a robbery suspect. Po- 


“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
ear 


lice say the incident occurred in the early 
morning hours when two armed robbers 
with bandannas on their faces walked 
into the store. The thugs ordered the em- 
ployees to open the cash registers. Unbe- 
knownst to the robbers, three of the store 
employees were armed. They opened 
fire on the suspects. One of the robbers 
was shot six times and collapsed on the 
floor of the restaurant, while the other 
robber fled the scene on foot. Authorities 
who arrived on the scene discovered the 
wounded suspect, still holding his gun. 
Police say he had a faint pulse, so they 
had him transported to a nearby medical 
facility, where he was pronounced dead. 
The restaurant owner told the news that 
the shooting was in self-defense. 


Motel Burglary Ends 
With Two Dead Suspects 


WPSA.com reported on September 12 
about a self-defense shooting that claimed 
the lives of two burglary suspects in Spar- 
tanburg County, South Carolina. Local 
law enforcement told WPSA.com that 
three suspects entered a Days Inn motel 
seeking to rob a man inside. The three 
suspects forced their way inside the vic- 
tim’s motel room and began viciously as- 
saulting him. Fortunately, the victim was 
able to grab his own firearm and shoot at 
the suspects, fatally wounding two of the 
men. The Spartanburg County Sheriff’s 
Office issued a press release, wherein 
Lieutenant Kevin Bobo explained that 
“the (victim), in fear for his life, was able 
to retrieve his handgun and defend him- 
self, which resulted in the unfortunate loss 
of life of two of the individuals.” The two 
deceased suspects were later identified as 
18-year-old Bryson Miller and 19-year- 
old Kejuante Clarke. Police have identi- 
fied the third suspect, who fled from the 
motel, as Ja-Quill Walik Tabbar Morgan, 
and police are looking for him, as well 
as the driver who drove the suspects to 
the motel. Morgan is wanted on charges 
of first-degree burglary, attempted armed 
robbery, and possession of a weapon dur- 
ing a violent crime. Mf 

— PATRICK KREY 
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DeVos Assailed for 
Restoring Due Process in 
College Sex Cases 


ITEM: Jn an article entitled “Education 
Dept. relaxing rules on college sex of- 
fenses,”’ the Washington Post reported on 
September 23 that on the previous day the 
Trump administration “withdrew Obama- 
era guidance on how colleges and univer- 
sities should respond to sexual violence, 
giving schools flexibility to use a higher 
standard of evidence in judging cases and 
formally shifting the federal stance on what 
has become an explosive campus issue.” 

The Post said that the earlier action by 

President Obama was viewed by “victim 
advocates” as a “milestone in efforts to 
get schools to address the long-standing 
problem of campus sexual assault, punish 
offenders and prevent violence.”’ 
ITEM: The Times Union (Albany, N.Y.) 
for September 15 reported of the partisan 
opposition to the scrapping of the Obama 
rules, saying: “A total of 29 Democratic 
senators including Sens. Charles Schumer 
and Kirsten Gillibrand warned Educa- 
tion Secretary Betsy DeVos not to rescind 
Obama-era guidance on handling campus 
sexual-assault cases, telling her that doing 
so would undermine protections of vulner- 
able victims.” 

The Albany paper went on to say: 
“Under the Obama-administration guid- 
ance, often referred to as the ‘dear col- 
league’ letter since it was laid out in a 
letter to campus administrators, alleged 
attackers should be judged based on ‘pre- 
ponderance of the evidence’ — whether it 
more likely than not affirmed guilt. DeVos 
... has argued the standard has resulted in 


what critics have called ‘kangaroo courts’ 


weighed against alleged assailants.” 

ITEM: The New York Times for September 
23 also found plenty of critics of rescind- 
ing the guidelines. These included Fatima 
Goss Graves. The “president of the Na- 
tional Women’s Law Center, an advocacy 
group for women’ rights, said Ms. De- 
Vos’s announcement would have a ‘dev- 
astating’ impact on students and schools. 
‘Tt will discourage students from reporting 
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Rage against rape? Many college students (and teachers), such as this recent graduate from 
the College of William and Mary, are angrily accusing the Trump administration of encouraging 
campus sexual assault by simply recommending that accused “rapists” have due-process rights. 


assaults, create uncertainty for schools on 
how to follow the law and make campuses 
less safe, ’she said in a statement.”’ 
CORRECTION: While there was a hysteric 
reaction from many quarters of the “liber- 
al” establishment alleging that the Trump 
administration was siding with rapists, 
most critics ignored that the Department 
of Education had not even issued new 
tules at that point. 

When interim recommendations were 
issued, one would have thought that open 
season for rape had been declared — 
when what did really happen was that the 
universities were told, in part, that they 
should offer equal opportunity for the ac- 
cused and the accuser to have legal advi- 
sors when taking part in their hearings. 

This prompted critics such as California 
Senator Kamala Harris to rail against the 
action, insisting: “Survivors of sexual as- 
sault deserve to be believed, not blamed.” 
Even before Education Secretary Betsy 
DeVos gave her carefully reasoned re- 
marks, she was blasted by 20 Democratic 
attorneys general, who warned against “a 
rushed, poorly considered effort to roll 
back current policies.” 

DeVos has been balanced in her com- 
ments about the issue. As she put it in a 


speech in September, “One rape is one too 
many,” but also “one person denied due 
process is one too many.” 

Former Vice President Joe Biden didn’t 
even wait to see what happened before he 
came out swinging against it, fuming that 
the “announcement that the Department 
of Education plans to rewrite key Title 
IX guidance which works to address and 
prevent sexual assault in our schools is a 
step in the wrong direction. The truth is, 
although people don’t want to talk about 
the brutal reality of sexual assault ... it is 
our reality, and it must be faced head-on.” 

It should go without saying that sexual 
assault and rape are abominable. So is 
murder. But we don’t — or we shouldn’t 
— trash civil liberties when a person is ac- 
cused of murder. Yet that standard does not 
hold in many colleges when it comes to 
sexual-abuse allegations, when the accused 
is essentially guilty until proven innocent. 

An American who believes that an ac- 
cused killer should receive a fair trial, to 
include facing his accuser, is not gener- 
ally considered to be “pro-murder.” This 
is part of the common law, tracing at least 
to the 13th century in the Magna Carta, 
and codified in the Sixth Amendment of 
the U.S. Constitution, which states: “In all 
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criminal prosecutions, the accused shall 
enjoy the right ... to be confronted with 
the witnesses against him ... and to have 
the assistance of counsel.” 

The Obama “guidance” to universi- 
ties — making them an extortionate offer 
that they couldn’t refuse — came up with 
very different standards. Of course this 
was all done under the guise of protecting 
students, and largely removed such mat- 
ters from the court system. The Obama 
administration’s Education Department, 
as pointed out by the Wall Street Journal, 
“circumvent[ed] Congress and neglect[ed] 
normal executive-branch rule-making pro- 
cedures mandated in the Administrative 
Procedure Act, such as soliciting public 
comment. Instead, it simply jammed the 
policy through by sending out a ‘Dear Col- 
league’ letter, including an explicit threat 
that noncomplying schools could lose fed- 
eral funding.” 

This also lends more evidence backing 
the conservative tenet that federal dollars 
come with strings, leading to federal control. 

As aptly summarized by National Re- 
view, that letter “required universities to 
lower the burden of proof in sexual-assault 
adjudication to a ‘preponderance of the 
evidence’ standard (50.1 percent proba- 
bility) without also adequately preserving 
essential due-process rights such as access 
to counsel, access to available evidence, 
and full and fair cross-examination of wit- 
nesses. At the same time, the administra- 
tion commenced dozens of open-ended 
investigations of universities — acting on 
claims that they were insufficiently com- 
mitted to protecting women from rape.” 

Though DeVos’ evenhanded action 
drew much fire, with the press being 
among the loudest decriers, the main- 
stream media earlier gave the Obama ad- 
ministration a free pass. Yet, as National 
Review noted, the Obama actions were 


fundamentally lawless. No Ameri- 
can administration has the ability to 
rewrite the law by merely issuing a 
letter. At the very least, the Obama 
administration should have conduct- 


alge Peas Be 


with the Administrative Procedure 
Act. Even then, the regulation would 
still have to be consistent with gov- 
erning federal statutes and comply 
with the Constitution. But Obama’s 
Department of Education ignored 
these steps and instead violated the 
APA, Title [X, and the Constitution 
in an ideologically motivated trifecta 
of campus tyranny. 

The result was entirely predictable. 
Campuses, fearing the loss of federal 
funds and pushed by their own inter- 
nal constituencies who pushed ludi- 
crous and discredited claims that up to 
one in five female students would be 
sexually assaulted during college, cre- 
ated a vast, morally outrageous, and 
oppressive system of kangaroo courts. 

According to a study released this 
week by the Foundation for Individ- 
ual Rights in Education, 73.6 percent 
of America’s top universities don’t 
guarantee students a presumption of 
innocence, fewer than half require 
that fact-finders be impartial, and a 
full 58.5 percent of institutions don’t 
“provide students with a meaningful 
opportunity to cross-examine wit- 
nesses” in cases of sexual misconduct. 
And this is a partial list of university 
legal failures. All told, 45 of the 53 
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rated colleges received a “D” or “F” 
for their commitment to due process. 


For those who consider the practice of sex- 
ual politics to be more important than jus- 
tice, this is irrelevant. You might think that 
due process would be something champi- 
oned alike by “liberals” and conservatives 
— and even by media mavens who claim 
to be objective. That, however, would be 
in a sane world. 

These days, if you are in favor of long- 
held notions of justice and fairmindness, 
you are seen as rolling back the rights of 
certain accusers. Indeed, one disparaging 
Texas professor and lawyer even tweeted, 
“I’m not wishing for it... but I’d be ok if 
#BetsyDevos was sexually assaulted.” 

Then there is the above-cited Fatima 
Goss Graves of the National Women’s Law 
Center, who opined: “What seems merely 
procedural is a blunt attack on survivors 
of sexual assault.” And Obama’s educa- 
tion secretary, Arne Duncan, growled that 
the current administration “wants to take 
us back to the days when colleges swept 
sexual assault under the rug.” 

Never mind that Secretary DeVos em- 
phasized that her department’s “interim 
guidance will help schools as they work 
to combat sexual misconduct and will treat 
all students fairly.” Schools, she insisted, 
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to ensure that all 
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Scorned secretary: Secretary of Education Betsy DeVos claims she is trying 
students are treated fairly, both accused and accuser. For this, she has been harshly criticized, 
with some saying it would be “ok” if she were sexually assaulted. 


ed a notice-and-comment regulatory 
rulemaking process in accordance 
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“must continue to confront these horrific 
crimes and behaviors head-on. There will 
be no sweeping them under the rug. But 
the process must be fair and impartial, 
giving everyone more confidence in the 
outcomes.” What an extremist, eh?! 

As it happens, the courts have already 
been finding against these Obama “guide- 
lines,” with multiple judgments from ju- 
rists of all political stripes. A lengthy arti- 
cle in Commentary in September by K.C. 
Johnson took note of a decision the month 
before by a U.S. District Court. The court 
blocked Miami University’s suspension of 
a student that the school had found guilty 
of sexual assault despite what appears to 
be a clear violation of the accused’s due- 
process rights. Johnson, a professor at 
Brooklyn College, wrote that the District 
Court judge’s decision 


marked the 59th judicial setback for 
a college or university since 2013 
in a due-process lawsuit brought by 
a student accused of sexual assault. 
(In four additional cases, the school 
settled a lawsuit before any judicial 
decision occurred.) This body of law 
serves as a towering rebuke to the 
Obama administration’s reinterpreta- 
tion of Title IX, the 1972 law barring 
sex discrimination in schools that re- 
ceive federal funding. 


Even judges appointed by Barack Obama 
have been able to see that the “guidelines” 
are not legally sustainable. As summa- 
rized by Johnson: “The process began in 
May 2013, in a ruling against St. Joseph’s 
University, and has lately accelerated (15 
rulings in 2016 and 21 thus far in 2017). 
Of the 40 setbacks for colleges in federal 
court, 14 came from judges nominated by 
Barack Obama, 11 from Clinton nomi- 
nees, and nine from selections of George 
W. Bush. Brown University has been on 
the losing side of three decisions; Duke, 
Cornell, and Penn State, two each.” 
Remarkably, four self-described “femi- 
nist” law professors from Harvard sent a let- 
ter to the Education Department in August 
urging a revision of the Obama rules. They 
described how many “terrified” college ad- 
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Making a myth: While campus sexual assault does occur, and should be lawfully punished, the 
claim that 20 percent of college girls are assaulted is a myth. College administrators have been 
overzealous in prosecuting alleged assault cases to avoid losing federal funds. 


ministrators had “over-complied” with the 
directive. “Definitions of sexual wrongdo- 
ing on college campuses are now seriously 
over-broad,” they wrote. These definitions 


go way beyond accepted legal defi- 
nitions of rape, sexual assault, and 
sexual harassment. They often in- 
clude sexual conduct that is merely 
unwelcome, even if it does not cre- 
ate a hostile environment, even if the 
person accused had no way of know- 
ing it was unwanted, and even if the 
accuser’s sense that it was unwel- 
come arose after the encounter. The 
definitions often include mere speech 
about sexual matters. 


The Harvard law professors — Elizabeth 
Bartholet, Nancy Gertner, Janet Hal- 
ley, and Jeannie Suk Gersen — went on 
to note that the procedures for enforcing 
these definitions “are frequently so unfair 
as to be truly shocking. Some colleges and 
universities fail even to give students the 
complaint against them, or notice of the 
factual basis of charges, the evidence gath- 
ered, or the identities of witnesses.” 

The Obama overreaction, to use a chari- 
table word for what ensued, was based in 
part on a “sexual assault crisis” on cam- 
puses. Clearly, there is no acceptable 


number of rapes and other crimes, but the 
totals that helped drive the response were 
not what many people were led to believe. 

David French, an attorney and author, 
is among those who have tried to set the 
record straight about the widespread claim 
that one in every five women, an unbeliev- 
able 20 percent, is sexually assaulted dur- 
ing her college years. Those figures have 
been repeated almost ad infinitum. Why? 
Well, it does help to have a “crisis” if you 
are going to make a power play. He noted: 


In 2014, the Department of Justice’s 
Bureau of Justice Statistics released 
its own, more rigorous survey, and 
its results were far, far different. It 
found that the rate of rape and sexual 
assault was “higher for nonstudents 
than for students.” The annual rate 
of sexual assault for young women 
enrolled in college was 6.1 per 1,000, 
or less than | percent. 


Considering the chaotic mess that Secre- 
tary DeVos found on her desk, it has hard- 
ly been a radical move on her part to seek 
due process and better safeguards for both 
accusers and accused. Victims certainly 
deserve justice, but so do those who might 
be wrongfully accused. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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BY STEVE BYAS 


NFL Anthem Protests Are Not a First Amendment Issue 


ecent comments on 
CBS’ NFL Today 
program are illus- 


trative of a common misun- 
derstanding of the purpose 
of the Bill of Rights, par- 
ticularly the First Amend- 
ment’s protection of free 
speech. Bill Cowher com- 
mented on the decision of 
the Pittsburgh Steelers to 
not participate in the Na- 
tional Anthem: “Whether 
you’re kneeling and wheth- 
er you are standing it’s an 
individual right.” 

Former Dallas Cowboys 
receiver Michael Irvin 
added that President Donald 
Trump was denouncing players who were just “exercising their 
First Amendment right.” 

It is true that freedom of speech is protected in the First 
Amendment, but that protection is from the government. The 
First Amendment states clearly that Congress shall make no 
law abridging the freedom of speech. Most of the reactions to 
Trump’s remarks (that owners should fire players who refuse 
to participate in the Anthem) miss the point that an owner of an 
NFL team would be perfectly within his rights to remove a play- 
er from the field, and ultimately dismiss him from their team. 

The reality is that individuals are fired every day in America 
for their political or social views. Brendan Eich, the CEO of 
Mozilla, was forced out because he had donated money to the 
referendum in California (Proposition Eight) that had placed 
into the state’s constitution that marriage is between one man 
and one woman. 

People on the Left tended to support that firing, arguing that 
the expression of such views can hurt the public image of the 
company. 

But when it comes to dismissing players for refusal to stand 
during the National Anthem, many of these same individuals 
argue that this cannot be done because it would somehow be 
a violation of their free speech rights, protected by the First 
Amendment. 

In the face of mounting criticism from much of its fan base, 
the NFL has chosen to hide behind this common misunder- 
standing of the First Amendment. Yet when the Dallas Cow- 
boys wanted to wear a decal on their helmets during the 2016 
season to honor the five police officers murdered in their city 
during a Black Lives Matter rally, the NFL nixed the plan. 
They argued that they could not allow it because the wearing 
of decals was against their strict rules of putting extra material 
on helmets. But some have noted the hypocrisy of the NFL 
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in this matter because they 
had allowed the Green Bay 
Packers to wear decals on 
their helmets to commemo- 
rate the 50th anniversary of 
Lambeau Field. 

Players are required to 
wear jerseys and attend press 
conferences — and stand re- 
spectfully during the play- 
ing of the National Anthem. 
The NFL has chosen to not 
enforce its own rule, but it 
would be perfectly within its 
rights to do so. 

Most business owners 
actually do respect their 
employees’ political views 
(unlike the liberals at 
Mozilla), and judge them by their job performance instead. 
However, in a free country, they do not have to do so. After 
all, business owners have their rights, too, and they would not 
want an employee to irritate paying customers, which is ap- 
parently happening with the kneeling protests and many fans, 
who are the NFL’s customers. 

After all, should a restaurant owner be required to allow a 
waiter to walk around with a shirt sporting profanity, or sup- 
port for a political cause or a political candidate, causing many 
customers to eat elsewhere? While the business owner would 
probably not care what political activity the employee engages 
in during his own time, he understandably does not want such 
controversial activity in the workplace. And it would be his 
right to forbid it. 

Yet when it comes to the NFL and its players, many commen- 
tators actually assert that the league’s most visible employees 
should be able to use their workplace (the stadium) to make 
very public social and political commentary, even at the risk of 
alienating many fans who simply want to watch a football game 
— fans who might well opt to do something else with their time 
and entertainment dollars. 

Finally, what about Trump’s right to express his opinion? 
After all, he was not calling for the players to be fined or 
jailed (which would be a violation of the First Amendment), 
but rather to be dismissed. Since Trump has no legal authority 
to say, “You’re fired!” as he did on his popular TV show, The 
Apprentice, he is simply exercising his freedom of speech, 
like any other U.S. citizen. And while those who dislike his 
comments have their own right to criticize him, they are be- 
traying their ignorance when they give the impression that 
players have a constitutionally protected right to protest and 
be protected from being fired by the NFL, or even be shielded 
from criticism. 
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Productivity 


Team up with a proven leader in Industrial Packaging Supplies 


Industrial Packaging Supplies, our name says it all; it’s 
our core competency supplying our customers with 
quality name brand products that you will recognize 
from the leading companies in our industry such as 
3M®, Sealed Air®, Signode® tesa® and many more 
brands that you can depend on to meet or exceed your 
expectations. 


IPS Packaging has been servicing our customers with 
complete packaging systems and supplies for over 36 
years. If dependability and a sense of urgency is what 
you are looking for in a vendor, then give usa call. 


People. Knowledge. 
Dedication. 


SHEETING & FILM . RUBBER BANDS . SPECIAL PACKAGING . STRETCH FILM . TAPES . STRAPPING . ADHESIVES . POLY . SPECIALTY BAGS 


* Packaging Supplies 

* Packaging Equipment 

* On-Site Service & Repair 

* Strapping Tool Repair Centers 
* Dedicated Parts Department 
* Kitting & Assembly 
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Be 
800-277-7007 | www.ipack.com 


. INDUSTRIAL FILMS . STRETCH 


FOAM . HONEYCOMB 


. BUBBLE PACKS . 


. CHIP & FIBERBOARD . DUNNAGE 


STOP THE NORTH AMERICAN UNION 


Now is the time to tell President Trump 
and Congress to get us out of NAFTA. 


“NAFTA 
. isa 
eee disaster!” 


TEXT "TRUMP'to 88022 
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